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ROYAL. EXCHANGE ASSURANCE: 
ACCUMULATED FUNDS NEARLY £4,000,000. 
INCORPORATED 1720. 

FIRE, LIFE, AND ANNUITIES. 
LIFE INTERESTS AND REVERSIONS. 

LOANS GRANTED on favourable terms on pina ts | and CONTINGENT 
REVERSIONS, and on DIATE and CONTIN LIFE INTERESTS. 
REVERSIONS also purchased subject to the pew vendor retains the 


right of redemption within a period of five years, WHETHER THE LIFE TENANT BE ALIVE 
OR DEAD. 








Insurances against Issue undertaken at economical rates. 
_ROYAL EXCHANGE, E.C., AND 29, PALE MALL, S.W. 


| LONDON - MIDLAND GRAND HOTEL. 
M I D L A N D| (Sr. Pancras, N.W.) (This Hotel is within Shilling cab fare 
RAILWAY 


Fompte Gray’s-inn, Inns 
HOTELS. 


Specialities : 








| 
Bar, and Law 
| Omnia to 


vis, dc. 
all parts every 


| LIVERPOOL - 
| BRADFORD - 
Comrort. 


Cuisine. | LEEDS . - QUEEN'S HOTEL. 
Very Moperate Cuarces. | DERBY - - MIDLAND HOTEL. 


__W. TOWLE, Manager Midland Railway Hotels. 


SOLICITORS ISSUING EXECUTIONS 
TO SHERIFF. 


OUNTY of LONDON.—Delay and Inconvenience are frequently 
occasioned by reason of the difficulty which is experienced by Solicitors in deter- 
mining whether particular Localities are within this County. To Spviate this difficulty 
Mesers. Wright, Odell, & Co. have had a Map of the County printed, showing a list of the 
—— and rincipal places therein, which will be found of greet service to Solicitors, 
whom copies can be had gratis on application to Messrs. Wricut, Opeit, & Co., 52, 
entpdan, W.C. (Copyright Registered. 

“‘ A very convenient map . the object of the map is mainly to shew bon ‘aries 
for the purpose of executions, but now that the County of London is ee y — for 
descriptions in assurances of of Property, the map ya found additionally useful, It 
ought to find a place on the ls of most solicit Si 3’ Journal. 


VALUERS OF ‘SHIPPING. 


ESTABLISHED- OVER HIALF A CENTURY. 
VALUATIONS made of SHIPS, STEAMERS, and SHIPPING SHARES for 
PROBATE, ADMIRALTY, and other purposes. BROKERS for the SALE and 
PURC HASE of SHIPPING aa Privately or by Public Auction. 
PERLODICAL SALES HE 


Cc; W. ” KELLOCK & CO. 
(C. W. Ketrocx, W. W. Ketrocx, Netsow Cameron), 
WATER STREET, IVERPOOL., 
Telegrams, *' Kellock.” Telephone No. 59. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED OVER HALF A CENTURY. 
FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


ADELPHI HOTEL. 
(The Hotel de Luxe of the North.) 
—— H iL. 


Restaurant.) 
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TOTAL ASSETS, £2,831,000. INCOME, £318,000. 
The Yearly New Business exceeds ONE MILLION. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Durinc THE absence of Mr, Justice Vavonan WiLLiAMs and 
Mr. Justice Wricur on circuit, sod by matters in winding-up 
cases have been, and will be, heard by Mr. Justice Romer. 





Mr. Tuomas Key has been appointed one of the Conveyancing 
Counsel to the Chancery Division, in succession to the late Mr. 
Buicxpatz. Mr. Ky, who was called to the bar in 1856, is 
well known as a conveyancer, and as one of the authors of an 
excellent collection of precedents ; and his appointment will, we 
believe, be universally approved. 





Mr. Justice Srretine will commence on Tuesday, the 12th 
inst., to hear witness actions. By that day he will have 
of his non-witness list, and will continue the hearing of witness 
actions on Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and Thursdays uatil he 
begins his fortnight of continuous hearing of these actions on 
Tuesday, the 10th of July. 





On Tuzspay, the 12th inst., Mr. Justice Ourrry will commence 
the hearing of ‘witness actions, and will continue the same busi- 
ness until the 23rd inst. re co with the exception of Monday, the 
18th inst. Motions and uno cm gee in actions assigned 
to Mr. Justice Currry will, Guing e before-mentioned period, 
be heard by Mr. Justice Norra on peered and Saturdays. 


On Tuurspay tAst Court of Appeal No. 2 had before them 
two appeals from the Chancery of the Oounty Palatine of Lan- 
caster in addition to a case from the New Trial Paper. Oases 
of the latter description will be taken in the same court until 
further notice. After an interval there will be several Chancery 
appeals in the final list ready for heari Meantime Chancery 
interlocutory appeals will be taken on ednesdays. 








THE YEARLY List of attendances of members of the Council of 
the Incorporated Law Society is printed elsewhere. It is re- 
markable for the diminution in the numbers of attendances of 
even the most diligent members, dne probably to the fact that 
fewer meetings of committees have been necessary. Mr, 
Pennineton has dropped from his extraordinary aggr of 
238 attendances in 1892 to an of only 1¢ 167, ith his 
138 attendances at committees he is a long way ahead of every 
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other member except Mr. Joun Hunter, who scores 106 attend- 
ances at committees. But the really startling fact appears to 
be that at least five meetings of the council have been held 
during the past year at which Mr. Pennincrton was not present. 
He has only 29 attendances as against the 34 of Mr. Joun 
Honrer and Mr. Roscoz. The members who are credited with 
30 or more attendances at council meetings are Mr. GoppEn, 
Mr. Hunter, Mr. Keen, Mr. Laxe, Mr. Miris, Mr. Morre 1, 
Mr. Muntox, Mr. Roscoz, Mr. Watrers, and Mr. Wi11AMs; 
but it is fair to say that Mr. Penninaron, Sir T. Parvez, the 
late Sir H. W. Parxer, Mr. Bristow, Mr. Cunuirre, Mr. 
Appison, and Mr. Rawiz are close upon their heels, with 
attendances varying from 26 to 29. A great debt of gratitude 
is due to these and many other members of the council for the 
amount of time they bestow, in the midst of the engrossing 
work of their profession, on the affairs of the society. 


Tur First cLavse of the Finance Bill passed through the 
Committee of the House of Commons on Monday last. It 
establishes the principle that the new estate duty shall be paid 
upon the principal value of all property passing on the death of 
@ person dying after the commencement of the Act, and that the 
rate at which it is paid shall be a graduated rate. It is, of 
course, open to the House to alter the scheme of graduation 

ropounded by the Bill, and several amendments have been put 
Tove with the object of lightening the burden which is cast 
upon estates of what may be described as moderate dimensions. 
Considerable discussion arose upon clause 2, which to a certain 
extent defines what property is to be deemed to pass upon a 
death. This clause contains expressions which themselves 
require definition, and for further information the inquirer is 
referred to clause 18—the definition clause of the first part of 
the Bill. It is obvious that so wide an expression as ‘‘ property 
of which the deceased was at the time of his death competent 
to dispose ” requires some limitation; but it appears from the 
course of the debate that the discussion as to what meaning 
this phrase is to bear is to be postponed until clause 18 is 
reached. It seems to an unprejudiced observer that it will be 
difficult for the Committce to arrive at a conclusion as to what 
properties are to be aggregated so as to form one estate for the 
purposes of the graduated duty, and what properties should be 
taken as forming a single estate, when they are in the dark as 
to what property is to be deemed to pass on the death. Passing 
by the questions of aggregation and of the treatment of settled 

rty, which it may be expected will have come up for 
Sekion before the issue of this number, we may rofer to clause 
6, which relates to the valuation of property, as likely to give 
rise to important discussions. We are glad to notice that the 
obnoxious clause 8 has been withdrawn, and that some conces- 
sion in favour of existing settlements may be anticipated. 


Tue precision of the Court of Appeal in Ze Holford (ante, p. 
512), to which we briefly referred last week, has settled the 
vexed question whether children entitled to residuary personal 
estate, or to the residue of a fund arising from the proceeds of 
sale of real and personal estate, contingently on attaining twenty- 
one are entitled to inferim maintenance. We have often dis- 
cussed this question—see 35 Soxricrrors’ Journat, 149, 387 
Soxicrrors’ Journat, 263, 281—and we are glad to say that the 
decision of the Court of Appeal, and the reasons given for the 
decision, are in accordance with the opinions that we have 
always advocated. In Ke J/olford the income of a residue of a 
fund to arise from the sale of real and personal estate was given 
“in trust for the child or children of T. who shall be 
living at my death, and who shall attain twenty-one years, 
in equal es if more than one, and if only one in trust 
for that child.” At the testator’s death there were six children, 
all infants, one of whom afterwards attained twenty-one. She 
claimed not only her own share of the residue, but also the 
income of the rest of the residuary estate, including accumula- 
tions, till the next child should attain twenty-one. The argu- 


ment for the child who had attained twenty-ono was founded 
on the contention that she had attained a vested interest in the 
whcle fund, subject to be partially divested by another child | 





attaining twenty-one. The court pointed out that this argu- 
ment was incorrect. ‘‘The fund is given to all the children 
alike; as each attains twenty-one he becomes absolutely en- 
titled to one-sixth, he and the other children are still con- 
tingently entitled to the remaining unvested shares; but no 
child who has attained twenty-one is entitled to a vested 
interest in more than one-sixth until his share is increased 
by the death of one or more of the other children. This 
is as true of the income as of the capital.” In other words, 
the argument for the child who had attained twenty-one failed 
owing to a fundamental cpeyae ory of the meaning of 
“vested” and “ contingent” as applied to gifts of personalty. 
A gift of this nature is contingent when it is, and vested when 
it is not, subject to a condition precedent. In Re Holford the 
child who had attained twenty-one had a vested interest in her 
one-sixth because it was not subject to a condition precedent, 
She and all the infant children had contingent intorests in the 
rest of the fund because such interests were subject to a condi- 
tion precedent. If a younger child died under twenty-one 
the condition in favour of the eldest was performed, and the 
eldest took an additional share. If a younger child attained 
twenty-one, the condition in such child’s favour was performed, 
and it took a share. It will be noticed that a case of this 
nature differs widely from the case where a child takes a vested 
interest subject to be divested ; as in the latter case the condi- 
tion is a condition subsequent, not a condition precedent. 





SEVERAL CORRESPONDENTS, among whom is Mr. V. I. Cuam- 
BERLAIN, whose letter appeared in our issue last week, have 
written to press for one uniform method of commencing pro- 
ceedings in the High Court—viz., by writ of summons. It is 
not our present purpose to express an opinion upon the desira- 
bility of such a change, nor are we prepared for the present to 
admit the desirability of abolishing originating summonses and 
originating petitions. Perhaps on another occasion we may 
discuss the suggestion on its merits. There is, however, one 
possibility which the suggestion of our correspondents calls to 
mind which may well be considered as within the range of prac- 
tical politics and extremely important in its bearings. Last 
year the Rule Committee made a rule allowing service of an 
originating summons and petition out of the jurisdiction under 
the same conditions as a writ of summons. That rule was, and 
still is, greatly and urgently needed, but in consequence of an 
agitation which was partly political and partly based upon un- 
reasoning ignorance the rule had to be annulled. There was 
one little foothold upon which those who objected to it could 
take their stand, and one only. It was this: a writ is the 
Queen’s writ, and is tested on her behalf by her Lord Chancellor. 
It is, therefore, nominally the act of the Crown, claiming obedi- 
ence as to the Crown. An originating summons is purely the act of 
the English High Court of Justice. It is not tested or signed by 
anyone, nor does it bear upon it any mark of authority other 
than the seal of the English court. Therefore it might be 
urged that out of the jurisdiction of the English court it could 
not properly have any binding effect. Wedo not admit that 
that was a sufficient ground for upsetting the rule in question, 
but it was a reasonable objection to it; in fact, it was the only 
reasonable objection. The judges, at any rate, conceded the 
point and withdrew their rule, much to the detriment of the 
English suitor. Now, let us consider for a moment the sugges- 
tion of our correspondents in the light of the need which still _ 
exists for service of originating summonses out of the jurisdic- 
tion in proper cases. Suppose the Rule Committee were to make 
a rule, entirely within their “gee to make, that in every case 
where any relief was properly sought under any statute, rule, 
or practice, proceedings in the High Court might, at the option 
of the plaintiff, applicant, or petitioner, be commenced by writ 
of summons: provided that, if it should appear on taxation 
that such relief could have been obtained by originating sum- 
mons or petition at less cost to the parties than by writ of 
summors, the difference should be disallowed to the plaintiff, 
applicant, or petitioner. Suppose such a rule were passed, what 
would be the consequence? In the first place, it could not pos- 
sibly be contended that the English court was not absolutely within 
ite right in making such arule. In the second place, the right 
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to serve parties out of the jurisdiction would be secured to 
English suitors and petitioners for every kind of claim which a 
judge of the High Court considered ought to be made inst 
a defendant or respondent out of the jurisdiction. And if a 
claim were prosecuted by writ in an improper case, the only 
sufferer would be the person who prosecuted it by writ instead 
of by summons or petition. It may seem, at first sight, as if 
this would be merely a method of getting behind the objection 
to service of originating summons out of the jurisdiction in a 
way which might be ingenious but would not be altogether 
legitimate. We do not think it could reasonably be so con- 
strued, because it would, in fact, be a concession of the point 
that nothiag but the Queen’s writ ought to be served out of the 
jurisdiction. It was never to the nature of the claim that the 
objection was raised, but to the nature of the document to be 
served with binding effect. At any rate, we commend this 

ible way out of the difficulty to the consideration of the 

ule Committee. 





Jupce Empen, in an article in the current number of the 
Nineteenth Century, makes numerous proposals for the reform of 


The present provisions under which any seven persons may 
form a company, and the doctrine that the company when so 
formed can adopt contracts previously entered into by the pro- 
moters, he regards as giving the promoters an undue influence in 
the initiation of the company and the commencement of business. 
The powers now possessed by the seven subscribers of the memo- 
randum of association, who are usually simply the nominees 
of the promoters, he would vest in a meeting of shareholders, to 
be summoned by the Registrar of Joint-Stock Companies. This 
meeting, from which tlie holders of vendors’ shares would be 
excluded, would decide whether sufficient capital had been sub- 
scribed to justify the company in proceeding to business, and 
also what contracts were to be adopted. Prospectuses Judge 
Empzn would put upon the same footing as contracts of insur- 
ance. ‘ All the material facts which have any bearing upon 
the true position of the business, or of the liabilities to be 
undertaken, or upon payments for promotion and the devolution 
of the purchase-money, and all other matters relating to capital, 
directors, &c., which are or ought to be within the knowledge of 
promoters or those engaged in forming the company, should be 
communicated to persons invited to subscribe for shares in a 
manner sufficient to give them the same means of forming an 
opinion as the promoters and their friends.” The real 
position and duties of directors in t of the funds of the 
comaany should be defined, and it should not be left to the courts 
to adopt in a somewhat haphazard fashion the rules relating to 
trustees. In particular “the law in respect to misfeasance 
and gross mismanagement and negligence of directors and 
officers, and as to the various modes by which directors assist 
promoters, should be so altered and extended as to make 
them liable individually for acts done or omitted in a 
body which no prudent or honest man would be guilty of.” 
The issue of debentures should be controlled, and they 
should not be allowed to be a floating charge in such a 
manner as to prejudice unsecured creditors who have given 
credit without notice of their existence. Further, the power 
“to create debentures charged upon uncalled capital should be 
either restricted or entirely abolished.” The appointment of 
auditors should be so arranged, and their duties so defined, as to 
make them perfectly independent of the directors. The mode 
of winding up by a voluntary winding up under the supervision 
of the court should be abolished, and a com: winding up 
under the Act of 1890 substituted in cases where a supervision 
order is now applied for. At the same time, in the event of 
such a change being made, Judge Empzn suggests that a 
modification should be made in section 4 of the Act of 1890, 
under which, upon the making of a winding-up order, the 
official receiver becomes provisional liquidator virtute offcis. 
~~ examination of directors should lead to some practical 
result i 


At present either criminal or civil proceedings may 
follow the examination, but as a rule neither can be under- 


to be a director of other companies.” Finally, where there 
is a winding up, a debenture-holders’ action ought no 
longer to be — as an independent ing, but the 
debentures should be realized by an application in the wind- 
ing up. Some of the above ions appear to be valu- 
able. Too great plainness cannot be required in a prospectus. 
If — are asking for the co-operation of the public they 
ought to place the public in the same position in regard to 
information as themselves. The collective liability of directors 
is to be desired, if it can be attained without imposing too 
t a risk upon honest men. The facilities for issuing 
ebentures have been carried too far. It is hard on the 
general creditors that they should cover uncalled capital. Any 
provision that will secure the independence of auditors will be 
welcome. When this has been done we shall hear less about 
the difficulties of producing a really reliable balance-sheet. 
The most important point, _— is the suggestion with 
— to the summoning of a preliminary meeting of share- 
holders. It is certainly desirable that the shareholders should 
have a greater part in the starting of the company, but we 
confess we fail to see how the practical difficulties attending 
Judge Empen’s scheme can be surmounted. 





A case of some importance was recently decided by the Court 
of Appeal under ord. 14, r. 8, of the R. 8.0, of November, 1893. 
In Langton v. Roberts per A R. 492) the er ean men 
on a bill of exchange, applied for summary judgment under 
order 14. The defendant Mbtained leave to defend, and in 
giving such leave the master ordered that the action should be 
forthwith set down for trial in the special list established 
by ord. 14, r. 8. The master further inserted in the order 
a clause to the effect that the sole question for trial was 
“ whether the plaintiff is the bond fide holder for value.” The 
case came on for trial before Mr. Justice Granruam, when 
the defendant raised the further defence® that the plaintiff was 
not the holder in due course. The judge ref to ty any- 
atug Dares the point to which the order for leave to defend 
sought to restrict the trial, and gave judgment for the plaintiff. 
The Court of Appeal held that the case must be tried without 
such restriction. The master “7 to have misunderstood 
the intention of ord. 14, r. 8. at rule gives him power to 
“give all such directions as to the further conduct of the 
action as might be given on a summons for directions 
under order 30.” The Court of Appeal were quite clear that, 
though the master might give directions as to procedure, 
he had no authority under the rule to restrict the right 
of the defendant to make such defences as he could. The 
master, in fact, might direct trial without pleadings and insert 
the action in the special list for trial ; but he could 
not restrict the oy es the trial in any way. This appears to 
us obviously right, use there is no power under a summons 
for directions to put such a restriction upon either party, and if 
such a thing were permitted under order 14 the order for sum- 
mary trial might involve one party or the other in serious risk 


of miscarriage of justice. 





On Wenpnezspay the question was raised in the Court of 
Appeal, in Re Budgett, whether the new rule of November, 1893, 
amending rule 15 of order 58, by reducing the time for appealing 
from a final judgment from one year to three months, applies to 
an ap from a judgment given before the Ist of January, 
1894 (the day on which the new rule came into operation), 
notice of appeal not having been given before that day. In 

Budgett the judgment was pronounced on the 24th of July, 1893, 
and it was perfected on the 24th of August, 1893. One of the 
defendants applied on Wednesday for leave to appeal, and the 
court (Luvpizy and Davey, L.JJ.) held that the new rule did 
not apply to such a case, and that the defendant was entitled to 
the year prescribed by the old rule. Leave to appeal was, 
therefore, unnecessary, as a notice of now given would 
be in time. This decision seems to be in accordance with 





taken with success. Judge Empzn su gests ‘‘either a cer- 
tificate that the person is ' whitewashed, or 


that he is unfit 


the principle that, in the absence of express provision, statutes 
have not perthemir Tactics the rules of November, 


1893, do not contain any exprees reservation of existing rights, 
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THE JUDGES’ RESOLUTIONS. 


In discussing the judges’ resolutions, which will be found in 
another column, we confess to some feeling of perplexity as to 
their precise operative effect. We can hardly doubt that they 
are intended to have a more binding influence than that which 
is usually attributed to resolutions, because they are signed by 
all the judges of the Queen’s Bench Division except the Lord 
Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Hawxtns, and Mr. Justice Day ; and, 
moreover, the last resolution provides that they shall ‘‘ come into 
operation on the 15th of June next.” If there were no existing 
regulations in force dealing with the same subject, there would 
be no difficulty in assuming that these resolutions were, in fact, 
a series of operative provisions issued with the authority of the 
judges of the Queen’s Bench Division. But, as a matter of fact, 
a series of regulations was published, under proper authority, 
some five or six years ago, covering the most important part of 
the ground traversed by the judges’ resolutions. Those regula- 
tions are now in force, and they are not cancelled by the 
resolutions. Indeed, we doubt if they could be so cancelled, 
because they were issued by the Lord Chief Justice, who, 
according to ord. 36, r. 29, appears to be the only authority who 
can either make or cancel regulations dealing with the lists and 
sittings of the Queen’s Bench Division. The regulations now in 
force will be found at page 699 of the Annual Practice, and 
until they are superseded by proper authority they must pre- 
sumably remain in force. And yet, until they are abrogated, 
the judges’ resolutions can hardly come into operation, for the 
latter have evidently been drawn by the judges with a copy of 
the existing regulations lying before them, and, seeing that 
many of the resolutions are merely the old regulations in varied 
form, it seems that they are intended to supersede those regula- 
tions. We think this point ought to be made clear, so that there 
should be no confusion in the mind of the legal public as to 
whether the business of the courts is to be conducted under 
the regulations or under the resolutions. And, moreover, 
we should have thought that any regulations dealing with the 
sessional, weekly, and daily lists ought to be signed by the 
Lord Chief Justice, or at least bear some intimation that, 
in his absence, they are issued with his authority. For other- 
wise the two other judges who have not signed them may 
decline to be bound by them, and very considerable confusion 
may be created, seeing that it rests to a large extent with 
o judges themselves to carry out the provisions contained in 
em. 

There is one admirable provision in the resolutions which we 
will deal with first, because, in our opinion, it is of great import- 
ance. We refer to No. 14, which provides for the constitution 
of a commercial court, consisting of judges to be chosen by the 
judges of the Queen’s Bench Division. We ourselves have on 
several occasions urged this course on the authorities. Even if 
commercial cases have almost gone from our courts, they have not 
quite gone, and we have no mannerof doubt that one of the reasons 
they have so diminished in numbers is because there was no 
commercial court to which the trading community could go asa 
matter of right, and which would command their respect. The 
creation of such a court appears to us a necessary consequence 
of the addition of order 18: to the Rules of the Supreme Court. 
That order provides machinery for rapid determination of an 
action without pleadings. It offers to commercial men the right 
to have their claim heard and determined in the High Court 
with as much ease, economy, and expedition as they could 
secure by going before an arbitrator. The judges now add to 
their offer the right to come to a commercial court. We can 





only advise our readers to do what in them lies to spread among 
commercial men the knowledge that these advantages are open | 
to them in the High Court. One word as to the entry of actions | 
to be heard in the commercial court. The entry of actions in | 
this list ought to be most carefully watched. No one ought to 

be allowed to go to the court unless his case is really a commer- | 


cial one. Otherwise it may well happen that the existence of | 
this court with its selected judges will be made use of to secure | 
the hearing by one of those judges of actions which are not 
commercial cases at all. On the other hand, some workable 
machinery ought to be provided to enable either party to a com- 
ing heard by ' 


mercial action to insure as a matter of right its 


the commercial court, and there ought to be no expense or delay 
attaching to the operation. 

When we turn to the general resolutions dealing with the 
cause lists and sittings papers we find that they embody an honest 
endeavour to improve the supply of courts for hearing cases in 
London. And, moreover, the provisions as to details will, if 
they are workable, improve the means of information open to 
the public as to what courts are going to sit in the near future. 
One great defect of the present arrangements is that barristers 
and solicitors are kept in more uncertainty as to when their 
causes will come into the daily paper than ought to be the case, 
even making all allowances for the undoubted complications 
which attach to the duty of providing for the work. No one 
knows, except from day to day, how the judges intend to utilize 
their available strength; so no one can judge for himself when 
his case at Wisi Prius, or his ape motion, or county court 
appeal is likely to be reached. To meet this difficulty the judges 
have resolved that it is of the “‘ utmost importance” that there 
shall be at least three courts of Vist Prius sitting continuously 
throughout the legal year, one for special jury causes, one for 
common jury causes, and one for causes without jury—and that 
“all other judicial business should be considered as secondary 
to this.” Subject to that primary necessity there is also to be 
one court in banc always sitting, and it is to divide its time 
equally between the Orown list (which includes county court 
appeals) and the list on the civil side. If there are two courts 
in banc one will take Crown cases and one civil cases. We need 
hardly refer to the provision made in case there are three courts 
in banc, for two are quite sufficient for present requirements, and 
if the Judicature Bill becomes law the provision that on all 
matters of practice and procedure every ap from chambers 
shall be tu the Court of Appeal will considerably lighten the 
paper on the civil side. 

If the above arrangements can be carried out, the profession 
will have something like steady progress to rely upon. The 
judges, however, do not stop there. They have made one pro- 
posal which will be warmly welcomed by the legal public, 
though we confess to serious misgivings as to its feastbility. 
Seven days before the commencement of every sittings a 
sessional list is to be published accounting for every day in the 
sittings, and showing exactly where every judge is going to sit 
on that day. We print this sessional list in tabular form 
elsewhere. It appears to be based on the assumption that it is 
possible to determine before a sitti begins the relative 
progress which will be made with the different lists during the 
entire sittings. When we consider the unknown quantities 
with which the person who makes that list will have to deal, 
we confess to considerable doubt whether it can ever be made 
even approximately correct. Judges, like other people, are 
liable to illness, causes are always being settled in varying 
numbers, sittings at assizes frequently break down and the 
judges return unexpectedly and have to be provided with work, 
some trials run to inordinate length, and some judges dispose 
of cases and motions with unexpected rapidity. How is anyone 
to forecast these events for a whole sittings, so as to say before- 
hand what every judge will be doing on every day? We 
should have thought that a monthly plan would be more 
practicable. Indeed, when we consider that the great desid- 
eratum is reliable information on which solicitors and barristers 
can act, and, further, that the publication of future - 
ments which are altered afterwards is a disadvantage rather 


than an advantage, because it causes expense and loss of time, - 


we believe that even a monthly list would be of less practical 
value to the profession than a list, to be strictly adhered to, 
published every Friday, giving the courts which will sit 
throughout the next week, and specifying the nature of the 
business which each court will take. 

The great cause of complaint at present is not that informa- 
tion is withheld. On the contrary, the amount of information 
given is quite bewildering. What we complain of is that it is 
not reliable. None of the lists published are reliable except the 
daily list published overnight. A weekly list of causes is pub- 
lished, but when the week comes it frequently he that the 
arrangement of the courts has been changed at the last moment, 
so that all calculations based upon information as to what courts 
would sit turn out to be valueless. If this state of affrirs exists 
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when the arrangement of the courts is only made a week ahead, 
what probability is there that anythin e a binding 

ment can be made. three months ahead? In resolution 18 
judges try to guard against these sudden alterations of the 
weekly arrangements by stipulating that two days’ notice shall 
be given of every such alteration. But the legal public have a 
right to demand that a clear statement should be issued every 
Friday or Saturday giving the arrangements of court work for 
the following week, and that, except for some unavoidable cause, 
such as illness, the published arrangements should be strictly 
adhered to. However, although we do not believe in the possi- 
bility of an accurate scheme of court work being compiled 
beforehand for a whole term, the thought which prompted the 
proposal indicates a desire on the part of the ju to move in 
the right direction in this respect which we ially welcome. 

Turning now to the detailed provisions as to the weekly and 
daily lists, we find one or two points specially deserving of 
attention. 

Resolution No. 20 provides that the cause lists for each day 
shall be made up before the midday adjournment of the 
previous day, and shall be published at two o’clock p.m. We 
very much doubt the wisdom of this resolution, and we do not 
see how it can be carried out. A judge starts his day with a 
list of, let us say, five cases. Under the new plan he will have 
to say definitely at about half-past twelve o’clock which case he 
will finish with before he rises. Suppose he says he will not 
take any case after No. 3. The list is then made up for the 
next day commencing with No.4. The parties in No, 4 know 
that they will be first in the paper next day, subject possibly to 
a part-heard case. But supposing case No. 1 lasts out the day, 
what is to become of Nos. 2 and 3? They cannot be put into 
the paper next day, because it has been published without them. 
And yet they cannot be made to lose their proper turn. They 
will, therefore, have to be called on next day without having 
been put into the list. Instead of the lists being reliable, there- 
fore, they will be unreliable, and barristers, solicitors, parties, and 
witnesses who are watching the lists daily for their cases will be 
misled. Of course the lists may in such cases be altered just before 
they are actually printed, between three and four o’clock. But 
then in that case the closing of the lists at midday will only be 
nominal, not real, and will certainly be confusing. Moreover, 
there is another drawback. A judge may be over-cautious in 
saying at midday how far he will go, and may frequently find 
he has nothing to go on with after two o’clock. We shall 
watch the working of this resolution with considerable interest. 

One excellent provision with regard to applications to alter 
the list in urgent cases will be found at the end of resolution 13, 
which provides that every application which will affect the next 
day’s list shall be made before noon on the preceding day, 
“where practicable.” We could have wished the wo: 
“where practicable” had been omitted. Such an application 
ought in every case to be made before noon on the preceding 
day. In the minds of the judges this resolution is probably 
connected with the one we have just criticized about closing the 
lists at midday. But though that may be found impracticable, 
we hope this resolution will be retained in any case. Between 
luncheon time and four o’clock on any day parties can tell fairly 
well whether their case will come into the next day’s list. They 
have only to inquire at the Associates’ Office if any of the cases 
immediately before their’s have been struck out or withdrawn. 
This information being obtained, they know fairly well how the 
stand for the next day, and can make their arrangements - 
ingly, without waiting for the publication of the printed lists at 
5.30 p.m. But if applications to postpone cases are allowed 
to go on all the afternoon, the next day’s list is liable all the 
afternoon to constant alteration. This is undoubtedly one of the 
defects of the present system, which causes great inconvenience 
and unnecessary expense ; and the provision of resolution 13 in 
this respect will give considerable satisfaction. Especially will 
this be the case when it is generally known that, in resolution 
16, the judges have further provided that a fee of 3s. 4d. shall 
be allowed on taxation for notifying the settlement of a case to 
the officer in charge of the a eee such notification is 
made before the cause has app in the week’s list. These 
two provisions will tend to prevent surprise, in ome case by 

applications to postpone at the eleventh hour ; in the other case, 


by settlement out of court without any intimation thereof being 


made to the Associates 

The only other provision which calls for ial notice is that 
which deals with Saturday sitti which will be found ia 
resolutions 5 and 15, No court is to sit on Saturday for the 
trial of jury causes, eC mega rene ee mc 
judge deems it advisable to do so. turday sittings are to he 
devoted to the short cause list, the cause list under order 
14, causes on further consideration, the business of the Court 
for Crown Cases Reserved, and registration and bankruptey 
en Of the classes of business here enumerated, we need 

mention two—viz., short causes and registration appeals. 

he provision of resolution 15 as to short causes is a repeti- 
tion of No. 14 of the regulations already in force, with the 
difference that whereas the regulation provides that any cause 
may, by agreement of parties, and on the certificate of the 
plaintiff's counsel that the case will not occupy more than half 
an hour, be put into the short cause list, the new resolution 
requires the certificate of both counsel and extends the time 
to an hour. The curious point about these short causes is that 
there never have been any at all. Whether the extension of 
the time from half an hour to an hour will make any difference 
remains to be seen. The idea does not appear to take any hold 
in the Queen’s Bench Division. 

The relegation of registration appeals to Saturday sittings 
is a more serious matter. The County Electors Act, 1888, s. 6 
(2), amending the Parliamentary Voters’ Registration Act, 1843, 
contains a provision relating to appeals from revising barristers 
in the following words :—‘‘ And forthwith after the fourth day 
of Michaelmas Sittings a court or courts shall sit for the 

urpose of hearing such appeals, and those appeals shall be 

eard and determined continuo’ and without delay,” &c. 
It is for the judges to decide how they are complying with 
this enactment in confining registration appeals to the Saturday 
paper, which appears to be somewhat overweighted already. 








THE NINTH CLAUSE OF THE FINANCE BILL. 
Tux 9th clause of the Finance Bill is intended to protect the 


revenue inst fraud. It will be effectual for its pen but 
the price tha the country will Ln fg protection will be very 
high. The clause will not only largely to the costs of the 
transfer of land, but it will the ordi business of 
bankers and stockbrokers. No banker will be able safely to 
honour a cheque without inquiry into the equitable title of the 
drawer. No person will be able safely to purchase Consols or, 
the stocks, shares, or debentures of railway or other companies 
without inquiring into the equitable title of the vendor, and 
it will probably be n for the Bank of England, or other 
body whose ny 3 it is to make the transfer by entry in their 
books, to make the like inquiry. 
The clause provides : 


**9. (1) A rateable of the estate duty on an estate, in proportion 
to the ue of pratt nde cg odpm ayo the executor as such, 
shall be a first charge on the property liable to the duty.” 


The effect of this clause, coupled with the 5th clause, will 
be to create a statutory for the amount of estate d 


becoming ble in respect of settled Lae pe the d 
val a tenant for in. ame all the property, o matorer nature, 
it , stocks, shares, debentures, 
money ata aor paral chattels, comprised in 
ne that we have often pointed out, statutory charges 


F 


are very dangerous to purchasers ; they cause additional 
expense in the investigation of the title to » an inconveni- 


ence which was recognized by Parliament and partially put a 
to by the Lands Charges Registration and Searches 
pre Ally bee pl le grime ane in 
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company, he is not bound to investigate the equitable title for 
the p of seeing whether succession duty is payable; it is 
charged on the equitable interest only, and if the _—— 
obtains the legal title, as he does by a transfer made in the 

manner, without notice of the equitable title, he holds 
the property transferred to him free from the statutory charge. 
In tke manner a banker can always safely honour the cheque 
of his customer without inquiry whether it is liable to duty 
unless he has notice that it is charged with duty. But when 
the clause comes into operation this convenient practice will 
have to be altered ; it will always be necessary for the purchaser 
to inquire into the equitable title to the stocks, &c., that he 
Fr egmerem and for a banker to inquire into the equities affecting 

is customer’s account before he honours a cheque. 

As a few of our readers may possibly require to be reminded 
of the law as t: charges, we will explain it before proceeding to 
shew in detail how the clause will work. 

If A. has an equitable charge on property of any nature 
belonging to B., two consequences follow—jirst, by making a 
proper application to the court, A. can, in most cases, have the 
property sold and his charge paid out of the purchase-money ; 
second, if B. sells the property, A. is entitled to receive a part 
of the purchase-money sufficient to satisfy his charge, but in 
most cases a purchaser is safe in paying all his purchase- 
money to B. unless he has notice of the charge. If the property 
subject to the charge is a debt due from CO. to B., OC. can safely 
pay the entire debt to B. unless he knows of A.’s charge. The 
result is that, so far as equitable charges are concerned, a pur- 
chaser of property of any nature takes it free from a charge of 
which he has no notice, and a banker (who is really his cus- 
tomer’s debtor) can honour his cheque unless he has notice that 
there is a charge on the money standing to the debtor’s account. 


Where A. holds a statutory charge on the property of B., the 
consequences are practically the same as between A. and B., but 
their effect as regards third parties depends upon whether B.’s 
interest is legal or equitable. If B.’s interest is legal, a pur- 
chaser from him necessarily takes subject to the charge, as that 
which really belongs to B. is the entire legal interest minus the 
charge, and that is all that he can convey. If B.’s interest is 
equitable, he can only convey subject to the charge, but the 
trustee or other person in whom the legal interest is vested can 
convey free from thé charge to a purchaser for value without 
notice. In the former case, where B.’s interest is legal, a pur- 
chaser from B. takes, subject to the charge, whether he knows of 
it or not, and if B.’s property is a debt owing to him by O., 
and ©. pays the débt to’ B:, -he remains liable tu the owner 
of the statu charge, though ‘he did not know of its existence. 
This property of’ statutory chatges—viz., that when they affect 
property they prevail over the rights of purchasers or other 
persons paying money in good faith without knowledge of 
their existence—renders them extremely dangerous. 

We now proceed to the discussion of the statutory charge 
imposed by the 9th clause. Where trust property consists of 
Consols, stocks, shares or debentures in companies, or other 
things transferable by entry in a register, the registration of the 
names of the trustees is invariably (and in most cases is directed 
by statute to be) made exactly as if they were absolute owners ; 
under the existing law a purchaser has only to see that the per- 
sons selling to him are properly registered, and that the transfer 
is made and that he is registered with the prescribed formalities ; 
where this is done he becomes the owner, both legal and equit- 
able, of the property transferred, and that free from succession 
duty if any is payable ; unless, indeed, in the cases of very rare 
occurrence, where he has notice of the trust and that the sale 
-_ not to be made, or that duty is payable. In like manner, 
if the trust om pad be a mortgage, it is the practice, as we have 
already pointed out, to conceal the fact of the money advanced 
being trust money, so as to enable the trustees to receive the 
mortgage money and to reconvey or transfer the mortgage as if 
they were absolute owners, Where trustees open a banking 
account they sometimes inform the banker that they are trus- 
tees, but even in this case the banker is safe in honouring their 
cheques, on the ground that opening the account may be right 
and proper in the execution of their duties as trustees; and it 
is, wo helieve, extremely rare for bankers to have accurate 
knowledge as to who are the cestur que trusts. 





The effect of the 9th clause of the Finance Bill will be to im- 


pose a statutory charge on the /sga/ interest in all property com- 
rised in a ement on the death of a cestui que trust. here 
Gennes, shares, or debentures are settled, the legal interest is 


vested in trustees and the interest of the cestui que trust is equit- 
able only. But as the charge on the legal interest is to arise on 
the death of the tenant for life, whose interest is equitable, it 
will be necessary for a purchaser of Consols, stocks, shares or 
debentures of companies to inquire into the equities affecting 
the property that he has purchased, so as to assure himself that 
no cestut que trust has died, and that no statutory charge for duty 
has attached, as, if this should be the case, he will pay his 
purchase-money incorrectly by paying it all to the vendor, 
whereas part of it ought to be paid to the Crown; in other 
words, he will not be safe unless he obtains an abstract of title 
of a nature similar to that now required on the purchase of 
land, shewing both the legal and the equitable title. This 
abstract will always have to go bavk at least to the Ist of June, 
1894, It appears, however, from Re Ford and Hill (10 Oh. D, 
365) to be very doubtful whether he can insist on having such 
an abstract. 

In like manner a banker will not be safe in honouring a 
cheque without making inquiry whether the money standing to 
his customer's account is trust money or not, and, if so, whether 
it is liable to estate duty. 

Bearing in mind the effect of a statutory charge, it is by no 
means clear that the Bank of England will not require, before 
entering a transfer of Consols, and that a company will not 
require, before registering a transfer of stock, shares, or deben- 
tures, evidence that no estate duty is payable—in other words, 
whether they will not require an abstract of title. 

Where land is settled, and the fact that it is settled appears 
on the face of the title, no difficulty will occur. But it occa- 
sionally happens that land is vested in trustees by an instrument 
that does not disclose the trust. If this should be the case, and 
estate duty becomes charged on the land, a purchaser from 
them will necessarily take subject to the charge, a charge 
which he does not know of, and which he has no means of knowing of. 
It may be objected that he may inquire whether the land is in 
fact subject to a settlement, but it has been decided by the 
Court of Appeal (Re Ford and Hill, 10 Oh. D. 365) that the 
vendor is not bound to answer this question. 

All these difficulties may be obviated by providing that— 

‘*(1.) Nothing in this section shall affect a purchaser for value, or a 
a paying: money, without notice of the charge created by this 
sec 


on. 
‘*(2.) Such purchaser or person shall not be prejudicially affected by 
notice of the —— unless— 

‘*(i.) It is within his own knowledge, or would have come to his 
knowledge if such inquiries and i tions had been made as 
ought reasonably to have been made by him; or 

‘* (ii.) In the same transaction with respect to which a question of 
notice to such purchaser or person arises it has come to the 
knowledge of his counsel as such, or of his solicitor or other 
agent as such, or would have come to the knowledge of his 
solicitor or other agent as such, if such inquiries and inspections 
had been made as ought reasonably to have been made by the 
eolicitor or other agent. 

‘*(3) Where the transfer of stocks, funds, shares, debentures, or 
securities is effected or perfected by entry in a book or register, such 
entry may be made notwithstanding the charge created by this section.”’ 


The first and second of our proposed clauses are for the pro- 
tection of purchasers and debtors. The second, which is taken, 
with a verbal modification, from the Conveyancing Act, 1882, is - 
intended to restrain the doctrine of constructive notice within 
limits that have already been approved. of by Parliament, and 
which have been in«force for upwards of thirteen years, and 
have been found to work admirably. The third of our proposed 
clauses is for the protection of the body charged with the duty 
of registering the transfer, but will give no protection to a pur- 
chaser with notice of the charge. 








Mr. T. J. Brown, solicitor, of 20, King William-street, Strand, writes to 


us as follows :—‘‘ I find under the head of ‘ Appointments’ in the current 
issue of the Soxicrrors’ Journat that I am stated to be vestry clerk and 
clerk to the School Board for Acton. This is an error on your part. Mr. 
Walter A. Brown, of 55, Liucoln’s-inn-fields, holds the appointments in 
question.’’ 
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THE LATE SIR HENRY WATSON PARKER. 


Few recent events have caused more general regret among the London 
members of the profession than the death, on Thursday in last week, 
of SirH. W. Parker. The event was almost tragic in its suddenness. 

On the previous day he was one of the.guests at the Mansion House 

dinner to the judges; and we believe that in the afternoon of the 

very day of his death he attended a board meeting of the Law 

Guarantee and Trust Society, of which he was a director. About 

midnight he died from sudden failure of the heart’s action. 

Sir Henry, who was the son of Mr. J. G. Parker, of Hull, was 
born about 1825. He early gravitated to London and served his 
articles with Messrs. Few & Co., and for some time held the post of 
managing conveyancing clerk in that well-known firm. e was 
admitted in 1853, and in or about the year 1857 started practice 
on his own account in the City, and after practising alone for a short 
time joined Mr. Robert Ellis, who was then ing on an old- 
established mercantile and shipping business. The style of the new 
firm was Ellis, Parker, & Clarke, who were the predecessors in 
business of the present firm of Parker, Garrett, & Parker. On the 
death of Mr. Ellis, some twenty-five years ago, Mr. Parker, as he 
was then, became the head of the firm, a position which he occupied 
down to his death. By his energy and ability he considerably 
increased the connection of the old business, making a speciality of 
mercantile, shipping, and marine insurance law, in which he obtained 
a great reputation. In 1884 he was appointed by the Government 
as a member of the ‘‘ Royal Commission on loss of life at sea,” and 
served on that commission until their labours were concluded and 
their final report made in August, 1887. 

It is, however, with his work in connection with the profession that 
we are here mainly concerned, and the value of this work cannot be 
stated better than in the following observations with which we have 
been favoured :— 

“In 1873 Sir H. W. Parker was elected to the Council of the 

Incorporated Law Society, of which he remained an active and 
much respected member to the time of his death. In July, 1886, 
he was elected president, and in that capacity he presided with 
distinction at the annual provincial meeting of the society held 
at York—in his native county—in the autumn of that year. 

‘* Familiar as he was with mercantile law and practice, he shewed 
in his presidential address delivered at that meeting that he was no 
less familiar with the history and intricacies of the law of real 
property, and strongly urged the simplification of it by abolishing its 
technicalities, and assimilating the law of realty to that of personalty, 
pointing out that the amendments hitherto seen in the law proceeded 
only upon the ‘ palliative or remedial system,’ ‘fashioning and modi- 
fying the existing law, which has tenure and estates as its foundation 
and ground work, but not obliterating the antiquated fiction of 
feudal law upon which it was founded.’ Somewhat in advance of 
his time, and anticipating the proposals which have now taken shape 
in the Lord Chancellor’s Bill of this year to amend the law of inherit- 
ance to real property, he advocated the abolition of primogeniture 
as a necessary part of the desired assimilation, and as a measure not 
entailing hardship upon landowners, who would still be free to 
provide for the succession to their estates in any way they desired. 

‘* Another subject he took up was that of the g ianship and 
custody of infants, and, while highly approving of the Act of 1886 
giving the mother certain rights of guardianship over her children on 
the death of the father, he contended that deliberate engagements 
made by a father before marriage with respect to the religion in which 
the children of a marriage are to be brought up should be held bind- 
ing by the courts. 

“‘ He also protested against the unnecessary amount of officialism 
which had then been introduced (and which has since developed with 
rapid strides) more particularly in the earlier stages of a ptey, 
with the result that in many cases the condition of the debtor’s affairs 
had been seriously prejudiced, and pointed out that ‘realization as 
distinguished from investigation of the debtor’s conduct, and the 
very necessary and salutary provisions of the Bankruptcy Act with 
respect to audit and supervision, did not appear to come within the 
scope of official duties as contemplated by the islature.’ 

‘In the year 1887, being Jubilee year, the society, instead of hold- 
ing the usual annual meeting in the provinces, held it in London at 
the Freemason’s Tavern, under the presidency of Sir H. W. Parker, 
who himself contributed a valuable paper on ‘‘ The Extension of the 
Society: Its Functions and Powers,” in which he advocated the 
importance of the society being supported more er by all the 
members of the profession, especially those practising in the provinces, 
and also shadowed forth a scheme for the dealing by the council with 
cases of malpractice, subject of course to appeal to the court. While, 


therefore, taking a wide view of many of the subjects which come 
under the cognizance of solicitors, he was by no means forgetful of 
their personal interests or of the duties he owed to his profession. 


and private Bills. 


it was universally admitted that nothing could have been better than 
his pithy and well-turned utterances. They were in every case 
examples of the right thing said in the right way—appropriate senti- 
ments couched in graceful and terse language. 

‘“* For several years Sir Henry was a member of the Examination 
Committee of the Council, and took an active interest in the educa- © 
tion and examination of articled clerks. It was mainly owing to 
his efforts that, in 1888, the Solicitors Act of that year was 3 
under which the custody of the roll was transf from the Petty 
Bag Office to the Incorporated Law Society, and the Statutory 
Discipline Committee—formed exclusively out of members of the 
council—was created. Under this Act solicitors themselves are now 
entitled to investigate charges made against members of the profes- 
sion without publicity—except in cases which in the opinion of the 
committee involve such a prima facie case of misconduct as ought to 
be brought before the court. It must have been a source of great 
satisfaction to him to find that the views advocated by him in 1887 
were so soon (substantially) realized, while at the same time his efforts 
for the extension of the society were productive of good fruit in the 
largely-increased number of members of the society. 

‘* He was an original member of the Discipline Committee appointed 
by the Master of the Rolls in pursuance of the Act, mt argely 
assisted in laying down the lines of its action and the rules of its 
procedure, 

‘*On the subjects above referred to, and on many others which came 
from time to time under the consideration of the council, Sir Henry 
Parker brought a sound judgment and extensive legal know to 
bear, while his high character, his never failing courtesy, and his 
social qualities endeared him to his — 

“In connection with her Majesty’s jubilee, and in recognition of 
Sir Henry’s services, a knighthood was bestowed upon him in 1887 
by her Majesty, to the great satisfaction of the council and members 
of the Incorporated Law Society. W. M. W.” 





LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


EXAMINATION OF SoLicrtors.—The Solicitors’ Examination Bill 
has been read a third time in the House of Lords and 
LuraTIon oF Actions.—The Limitation of Actions Bill has 
read a third time in the House of Lords and passed 
ProceDURE. —The Supreme Court of Judicature (Procedure) 
Bill has been read a second time in the House of Commons. 
The first sub-clause of clause 1, as amended by the House of 
Lords, now provides that no appeal shall lie (a) from an order allow- 
ing an extension of time for appealing from a judgment or order ; 
nor (b) without the leave of the judge, or of the Court of A a 
from any interlocutory order or interlocutory judgment made or 
given by a judge, except in the following cases, namely—{1) Where 


the liberty of the subject or the custody of infants is concerned ; (2) 
cases of granting or refusing an injunction or Pecan & receiver ; 
(3) any decision determining the claim of any tor or the liability 
of any contributory, or the liability of any director or other officer 
under the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1890, in t of misfeasance or 
otherwise; (4) any decree nisi in a matrimonial cause, and any judg- 
ment or order in an admiralty action determ: liability ; (5) ~ 
order on a special case stated under the Act, 1889 ; 
(6) such other cases, to be prescribed by rules of court, as may, in the 
opinion of the authority for making such rules, be of the nature of 
final decisions. r 
SALE or ADvowsons.—The Church Patronage Bill, introduced by 
Mr. BARTLEY, provides by clause 1 that, subject to the savings in the 
Bill mentioned, it shall not be lawful—(q) to sell or offer for sale by 
public auction any right of  ypenanp 0% or (b) to charge or incumber 
any right of pa ; and any such sale, charge, or incumbrance 
shall be void. The Bill consists of eighteen clauses. Upon the Bill 
coming before the Standing Committee on Law, Mr. CARVELL 
an amendment, the object of which was to 


WILLIAMS pro ct 
entirely prohibit the sale of livings. On a division the amendment 
was carried by 13 to 12, Thereupon Sir M. Hicks-Beacu moved to 


report progress, in order that the promoters might consider the course 
which should be taken in view of the decision just arrived at. The 


motion was to, and the Committee adj sah 

BILLS PASSED INTO Law.—The Royal Assent was given, on the 
lst inst. to the Consolidated Fund 0. 2), the Law Library, Four 
Courts, Ireland, the County Councils (Scotland) 3 


and the Quarter Sessions Bills, and to a number of provisional order 





Lact Coleridge metoee Sem Ste seein but on. Thursday he was 
considered to be improving in > . 


The question of the right of audience in county courts of solicitors’ 





‘* At the first banquet, which was held in the Central Hall of the 
Royal Courts, Sir Henry presided, and, as you remarked at the time, 


managing 
the Queen’s Bench Division on 


clerks ante, pp. 256, 291) came before a divisional court of 
DD ¥e Wednesday. Judgment was reserved, 
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THE COUNCIL OF THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
ATTENDANCE of members of the Council from the 17th of April, 
1893, to the 14th of April, 1894 :— 


Council. Lo Council. SS 

Mr. Addison ~~ 46 Mr. Morrell... 32 86 
», Barker... « 2 18 », Munton 33 34 
» Bristow joe a 33 (Sir Thos. Paine... 28 17 
*,, Broomhead Col- » H. W. Parker ... 28 19 
ton-Fox jn SS 1 | Mr. Pemberton 21 2 

» Budd ae 28 »» Pennington 29 138 
», Cooper... aa 1 », Rawle ... aoe ae 50 
» Cunliffe 28 50 | Sir A. K.Rollit,M.P. 22 11 
», Millett ... oe ‘Re 16 Mr. Roscoe ... . ot 57 
»» Fladgate veo” ON 22 ,, Saunders 13 7 
>» wouet,C.B. ... 11 3 »» Vassall... 8 1 
The Rt. Hon. H. H. » Walters 31 63 
Fowler, M.P... — _— ;, Williams 20 59 

Dr. Freshfield —. -- 5s wee... 21 
Mr. Godden a Ol 74 js RD «.. we 1 
», Gray Hill ae 6 Boyd .. oo — 
» Hollams 18 3 », Clarke ... in — 
» Howlett 23 18 »» Cooke ... er, 4 
»» Hunter... ca oe », Green ... 12 il 
»» Janson... 15 4 », Humfrys 9 13 
-  . <ae Ss ae 3: ,, Longmore oe 7 
» sme ... ooo On 82 », Vaughan ne 9 
», Lawrence 16 3 » Venning 2 — 
»» Manisty o 35 ,, Woodhouse 13 3 
», Margetts raves -8 |*,, Blandy... 8 11 
»» Markby 21 21 *,, Foyster we 2 
»» Marshall 1 7 , Lewis . po 1 
‘— 31 60 (*,, Osborne ae, Ae t 


* Died 15th December, 1893. * Retired in October. 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 


The following resolutions were passed by the judges of the Queen’s 
Bench Division on the 24th of May, 1894 :— 

1. That it is of the utmost importance, for the purpose of avoiding 

delay and expense in the administration of justice, that 
there should be at least three Courts of Nisi Prius sitting continuously 
throughout the legal year—one for special jury causes, one for common 
jury causes, and one for causes without juries—and that all other 
ju business should be considered as secondary to this. 

2. That, next in a to the sittings at Nisi Prius, it is desir- 
able that there should be at least one Court in Banc sitting continuously 
throughout the legal year; but that, if it should become absolutely 

ecessary either that the sittings of one of the three Courts at Nisi 
Prius or of the Court in Banc should be s ded for a few days, it 
is better that the three Courts at Nisi Prius should continue to sit and 
the sittings of the Court in Banc be suspended. 

3. That, when more than five judges are available, there shall be 
four, five, or more Courts of Nisi Prius, or two or more Courts in 
, a8 the business to be disposed of may require. 

4. That, when only one court in Banc is sitting, such court shall 
sit for the first three days of the week on the Crown side and for the 
ast three days on the Civil side; that, when two such courts are 
sitting, one shall sit on the Crown side and the other on the Civil 
side: and that, when a third court is sitting, it shall sit for a week at 
; the Crown or Civil side, as the state of the business on 
either side may require. 

That no court shall sit on Saturdays for the trial of jury causes, 
unless to finish a part-heard cause, when the Jndge thinks it advisable 
so to do; but that as far as possible the Short Cause List, the Cause 
Last under Order XTV., causes on further considerations, cases for the 

, for the Consideration of Crown Cases Reserved, and Registra- 
tion and Bankruptcy appeals shall be taken on Saturdays. 

That the Court for the Consideration of Crown Reserved 
Juig oye ene Justice and four other Judges to 
8 A88i to sit in Banc or to try jury causes. 

7. That the Court for the hearing of Registration cuneate dell be 

formed of the Lord Chief Justice and two other Judges to be taken in 


F 


poned, shall not keep their 
on special grounds so order, 


any list for trial may be marked urgent or 


certain on special grounds, 





10. That no cause in the week’s list shall be ordered to be removed 
from it by stay or postponement, or have its position in the list 
altered, except on special grounds; and that any such cause, if 
postponed, shall be put off to some date beyond the week’s list, except 
on special grounds. 

11. That no cause shall be ordered tc be interpolated in the week’s 
list, after that list has been made up and transmitted to the printer, 
except on special grounds. 

12. That no cause which is marked as not to be taken before a 
certain day later than the first working day of a week's list shall be 
ordered to appear in that week’s list, except on special grounds. 

13. That any application to postpone or mark urgent a cause not in 
the week’s list shall be made to the Judge in Chambers; and that 
any application to postpone or mark urgent a cause in the week’s 
list, or to fix a day certain for the trial of any cause, shall be made 
to the Senior Judge who is sitting at Nisi Prius for the trial of the 
list in which such cause may stand; but applications which will 
affect the next day’s list shall be made before noon on the preceding 
day, where practicable. 

14. That it is desirable that a list should be made of Commercial 
Causes to be tried at the Royal Courts of Justice by a Judge alone, 
or by jurors summoned from the City, ; and that a Commercial Court 
Sond be constituted of Judges to be named by the Judges of the 
Queen’s Bench Division. 

15. That any cause may be entered in the Short Cause List, and 
tried by a Judge without a jury, when the parties agree, and counsel 
on each side certify that the trial will not in their judgment occupy 
more than an hour. 

16. That when a cause is settled a fee of 3s. 4d. shall be allowed 
on taxation for notifying such settlement to the officer in charge of 
the list, provided such notification is given before the cause has ap- 
peared in the week’s list. 

17. That a sessional list in the form in the Appendix shall be pub- 
lished by the officer in charge of the lists at least seven days before the 
commencement of each sittings. 

18. That the arrangements made in the weekly list shall not be 
altered, except when the change is unavoidable; and that two days’ 
notice of such alteration shall be given in the daily cause list, where 
practicable. 

19. That any change of arrangements which may be found to be 
necessary shall be made as at present, and with the sanction of the 
Lord Chief Justice or the senior Judge in town for the time being. 

20. That the cause lists for each day shall be made up before the 
mid-day adjournment of the previous day, and shall be published at 
two o’clock p.m. 

21. That the foregoing Resolutions shall be published fortli with, and 
shall come into operation on the 15th day of June next, 


C. E. Pottock, 

J. C. MATHEW, 
Lewis CAvE, 
ALFRED WILLS, 
Wma. GRANTHAM, 
ARTHUR CHARLES, 
R. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, 
J. C. LAWRANCE, 
R. 8. Wricut, 

R. Henn Couiiys, 
GaInsrorD BRvuCcE, 
W. R. KENNEDY. 


APPENDIX. 
HILARY SITTINGS. 
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similar gowns, and perhaps there is something in his objection. But 


Wright, J. | Collins, J. | Bruce, J. | — those solicitors whose opinious agree with my friend’s should remem- 
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REVIEWS. 
BOOKS RECEIVED. 


Ruling Cases. Arranged, Annotated, and Edited by RosBErt 
CAMPBELL, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Assisted by other Members of 
the Bar. With American Notes by Irvine Browne. Vol. I.: 
Abandonment—Action. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


A Set of Test Questions on Various Text-Books. Embracing all 
the Subjects at the Solicitors’ Final Examination. Intended chiefly 
for the Use of Articled Clerks. By JoHn INDERMAUR, Solicitor, 
and CHARLES THWAITES, Solicitor. Geo. Barber, ‘‘ Law Students’ 
Journal”’ Office. 


The Law of Trade-Marks, Trade Name, and Merchandise Marks. 
With Chapters on Trade Secret and Trade Libel, and a Fall Collec- 
tion of Statutes, Rules, Forms, and Precedents. By D. M. Kerry, 
M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 





PARISH COUNCILS. 


*,* In our review last week of the work by Mr. George Humphreys 
on the Law relating to Parish Councils (Stevens & Sons) the reviewer 
remarked on the ‘‘ comparative largeness of its price.’” He meant, of 
course, as compared with the whe manuals he had noticed ; but it 
has been pointed out to us, with justice, that, considering the size 
and get up of the book, the price (7s. 6d.) is exceedingly low. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
SOLICITORS’ ROBES. 
[ Z'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—I am glad to see this question under discussion. Referrin 
to ‘J. §. K.’s”’ letter in your valued journal of the 2nd inst., I shal 
be obliged if “J. 5. K.” will communicate with me through you, 
with a view to taking some action to secure, if possible, some uni- 
formity in this matter of robing. 

In the county courts in the country robing is, I am pleased to 
observe, becoming more general ; but in London (with the exception 
of, I think, one court besides the City of London Court) I have never 
seen the solicitors robed. It appears to me that it is even more 
desirable to robe in London courts than in the country, in order that 
the solicitors who are advocates may, as they ought to be, at once 
distinguishable from the crowd of agents, accountants, collectors, 
clerks, and others referred to by ‘J. 8. K.” Generally in the country 
courts these unqualified persons are personally known to the ushers, 
and can be kept from overcrowding the places which ought to be reserved 
to the advocates, even where the latter do not robe ; but in London this 
is very difficult, if not impossible, and the great inconvenience which 
solicitors experience in the courts is the result. 

It is to be hoped that the metropolitan omer court judges will 

think 


ber that if they choose to simply wear.a gown they have only them- 
selves to blame if they exactly resemble the court-ushers. A solicitor 
is not properly ro if he does not wear the legal white bands as 
well as bis gown. I have never seen an usher wearing bands, 
although they do affect a white tie or bow. If a soli iu 
wear the proper robes, he need not fear being mistaken for an usher. 
The question of seems hardly worth pocupey 2 it is so 
trifling. Almost any university robe maker will supply a onanely 
qneiiodien. well-made, gown, which would last an ordinary life- 


Nisi Petes te Prius | time, for £1 5s. (or less than half the price gp pe ree ar by Lon- 


don firms). The bands seems to me to be tively the most 
expensive item, about 2s. each being charged for them, and one 
could hardly do with less than six pairs. Iam informed by a lady 
friend that a good profit might be made by selling them at 9d. 

I notice in the in the Globe of the 29th of May (referred 
to by “J. 8. kK.) the writer of the paragraph (a barrister I believe) 
nade of wearing robes in the police courts. I never remember seeing 
a, solicitor in a pr aged robed, no hy think pry roery wae 

ways a in eir glory in ice courts, at least, ve 
caliom, ¢ se seen them. ane W. G. W. 
Strand, London, W.C. 





A COUNTY COURT GRIEVANCE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—The following case, I think, constitutes a grievance, and shews 
that county court procedure is more favourable to the small debtor 
than to the small creditor. 

A servant of mine, being unable to obtain repayment of a small 
sum which had been borrowed from her, sued the borrower in a 
London county court. The summons was taken out on the 12th of 
April, returnable on the 22nd of May. On the 8th of May she 
received a notice from the court stating that the summons had been 
served at the defendant's address on a woman who declared to the 
officer that she would not shew it to the defendant, and that therefore 
the plaintiff must be prepared to give evidence that the summons had 
ed the defendant. On the Ist of May the summons had been 
left with the plaintiff by the woman (the defendant’s aunt, with whom 
he resided). On the 9th of May the plaintiff, after she had received 
the notice from the county court, d the summons to the defend- 
ant at the address he had given. e letter was never returned, and 
therefore, primd facie, must be presumed to have reached the 

to whom it was addressed. On the 22nd of May the plaintiff appeared 
at the county court and stated what she had done. The 7 
however, told her that as the defendant did not “p and there was 
no proof of service, she must come again on the of June and be 
prepared to prove that the defendant had received the summons. 

This procedure appears to be faulty in three respects: (1) The 
officer should not have left the summons with a who declared 
she would not give it to the defendant. (2) The ing of the 
summons by the plaintiff and its non-return is prima facie proof that 
the defendant received it. (3) It is unreasonable that the plaintiff 
should be required to give further proof of the service of a summons 
which is no longer in her possession. 

As by the County Court Rules, 1889, the decision of the county 
court judge is final as to what constitutes “sufficient service,” there 
is no remedy. Perhaps, however, the statement of this case in the 
columns of the Sotcrrors’ JouRNAL may lead to judicial 
being taken of the grievance, and so benefit the numerous 
whose claims are too small to enable them to bear the cost 


assistance. 
The Temple, June 1. 
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On Wednesday at the Bury St. Edmunds Assizes, before Mr. 
Day, Frank Farner Hill, solicitor, was indicted for unla 
fraudulently conv to his own use £150 of which he was bailee 
property of Elizabeth Driver, at I h, on the April 
was further indicted for fraudulently converting to his own use 
erty of coor Driver, at Ipswich, on the 18th of December, 1 
e jury retu a verdict of guilty, and tho learned 
it Tans ap GxeneSinghy oS See, Siaeereeee See 
servitude. 


The funeral of the late Sir Henry Watson Parker 
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follow the example of Mr. Commissioner Kerr. e@ majority 
of the solicitors appearing before them would be only too glad to 
comply with any regulations they might choose to make upon the | 
matter. I shall be very glad to join in some movement with a view | 
2 bringing the question Pefore the metropolitan county court judges | 

emselves, 


| 


Tuesday. Soe 2 eee ies 
carriages and a num! carriages, those 
Thomas Paine and Sir Donald and Lady athe 


of the service was at St. Dominio’s Priory Church, Haverstock-hill, 


One solicitor to whom I have mentioned the matter strongly | society, and Mr. Bucknill, the under-seoretary. The interment took place 
Catholic ‘ 


objects to wear robes at any time, upon the ground that the ushers in | at St. Mary’s 


the High Court, and in some of the inferior courts, are provided with ' Cavanagh officiating, 











Tli£ SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


June 9, 1894. 








_— 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
BUDGETT » BUDGETT—No. 2, 6th June. 


Pracrics—Timg ror Arrgatinc—R. S. C., 1883, LVIII., 15—R. 8. C., 
1893, 27. 

Judgment in an action was pronounced on the 24th of July, 1893, and 
was passed and entered on the 24th of August, 1893. On the 2nd of June, 
1894, the defendant gave notice of motion for special leave to appeal there- 
from, notwithstanding that the time limited for such appeal might or 
might not have expired. R. S. C., 1883, ord. 58, r. 15, provides that no 
appeal to the Court of Appeal from any order in any matter not being an 
a:tion shall, oxcept by special leave, be brought after twenty-one days, 
and no other appeal, except by such leave, after the expiration of one 
year. R.S. C., November, 1893, r. 27, substitutes ‘‘ fourteen ”’ days for 
“twenty-one ” and “‘ three months’’ for ‘‘ one year.” It was contended 
against the motion that rule 27 applied to judgments pronounced prior to 
the 1:t of January, 1894, the date of the coming into operation of the 
rules of November, 1893, as well as to those pronounced after that date, 
and that as the three months had long expired no leave ought to be 


granted. 

Tue Cover (Lrxpiey and Davey, L.JJ.) held that the new rule 27 did 
not apply to this judgment, as it was pronounced before the rules of 
November, 1893, came into operation, and that, therefore, the time for 
appealing bad not expired, but, on the merits of the case, dismissed the 
motion. —Counsrn, Ingle Joyce, Chaster, Bunting. Soxscrrors, Ingle, 
Cooper, § Holmes. 

[Reported by C. F. Duxcan, Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Chaucery Division. 
Re BUDGETT, COOPER v. ADAMS—Chitty, J., 30th and 31st May. 


Paursersnip—Banxervuptcy—Jorst Lianiity—No Joist Estate—Proor 
AGAINST SEPARATE Estate—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), 
8. 40 (3). 

The partnership firm of A. & B. incurred a debt to Adams. A new firm 
of A., B., & C. was subsequently constituted, which took over the old 
firm’s liabilities, but Adams was no party to this, and remained a creditor 
of the old firm only. In 1892 the property of the new firm was assigned 
to a trustee for creditors to be distributed in the same way as if the new 
firm were bankrupt. Adams was admitted to prove, but, there being no 
joint estate of the old firm, the question arose whether he could prove 
against the separate estates of A. and B. in competition with their separate 
ereditors. Under the practice before 1883, dating back to Lord Lough- 
borough’s Order of 1794, which was practically repeated with statutory 
force by rule 76 of the Bankruptcy Rules of 1870, the decisions had settled 
a well-recognized exception to the general rule as to the administration 
of joint and teparate estates, and allowed a joint creditor to prove in com- 
petition with separate creditors where the firm was bankrupt and there 
was no joint estate. The trustee of the creditors’ deed, however, con- 
tended that section 40 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, though practically 
repeating Lord Loughborough’s er, must be constru without 
reference to previous decisions or legislation. It provided that ‘‘in the 
cae of partners the joint estate shall be applicable in the first instance in 
payment of their joint debts, and the separate estate of each partner shall 
be applicable in the first instance in payment of his separate debts,’’ &c., 
and no exception was made. The old exceptions could not be regrafted 
on to the new statute, which regulated the present practice. 

Currry, J., said the question really was whether, seeing that the 
language of the lature in section 40 was practically the same as that 
of Lord Loughborough’s Order, the court ought not to interpret the 
section in the same way as the order. It appeared to his lordship to be a 
reasonable and right conclusion to say that the framers of the Statutory 
Rules of 1870 did not, in placing among them a rule to the same effect as 
Lord Loughborough’s er, intend to alter the construction of the order 
or the law on the eubject, but rather to embody it as it stood. Therefore, 
when the Legislature in 1883 for the firat time put the substance of the 
order on the Statute Book, it seemed reasonable to infer that it intended 
the law to stand in the same way that it stood previously to the passing of 
the Act. The observations of Lord Herschell in the Vagliano case 
(1891, A.C. 107, 144), to the effect that where there was an Act, such as the 
Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, codifying the law, the proper rule of inter- 
pretation was to read the Act and to interpret ite provisions without 
reference to previous decisions or to previous legislation, laid down a 
prima facie rule which did not apply to an Act to amend and to con- 
solidate the law such as the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. It was therefore 
legitimate in the int tion of the sections of this amending and con- 
solidating Act to refer to the previous state of the law for the purpose of 
ascertaining the intention of the Legislature. There was a course of 
authority upon the subject previous to the Act of 1883 which 
the ion contended for, and there was one decision since the Act of 
1883 on the t—viz., Re Carpenter (7 Morrell’s Bankruptcy Reports, 
270) (Cave, J.). One partner there had not been made bankrupt, but he 
signed a declaration of insolvency and the official receiver was satisfied 
that he could pay nothing. Cave, J., thereupon treated the case on the 
footing that he had been made a bankrupt, and decided that the joint 
cr dit r was entitled to rank for dividends against the separate estate of 


the actual bankrupt in competition with the separate creditors. It 





been properly observed that the case had not ‘been elaborately argued 
before Cave, J., nor did he himself deal elaborately with the question, but 
he had section 40 before him, and made the order. This was a decision in 
point, and one which his lordship ought to follow unless he could find 
plain reasons for thinking it wrong. So far from that, after hearing the 
excellent argument on both sides, his lordship thought the decision right, 
and followed it.—CounsgL, Frederic Thompson; C. B. E. Jenkins, Soxsci- 
tors, Simpson § Cullingford ; Ingle, Cooper, § Holmes. 
{Reported by G. Rowianp Atstoy, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re CHRISTY'S SETTLED ESTATES—North, J., 2nd June. 


Sertiep Estrare—Witt—Peririon—Parties to Appity—LayInG ovT oF 
Serrtep Estate ror Burtpixc Purposss—Costs—Setriep Estates Act, 
1877 (40 & 41 Vict. c. 18), ss. 18, 20, 21, 23. 


This was a petition on the part of the trustees of the will of Stephen 
Christy, under the Settled Estates Act, 1877, to sell the testator’s 
settled estates in consideration of the grant of perpetual ground- 
rents, and to lay out the same for building purposes, and also to make roads 
and sewers. An application had formerly been made to the court by the 
same petitioners on an originating summons. North, J., on the 28th of 
November, 1892, refused to make any order on the summons, but allowed 
it to stand over to come on witha petition. The testator in his will, dated 
the 11th of August, 1888, had devised and bequeathed his residuary real 
and personal estate to his trustees upon trust to sell and convert the same 
or to retain the same unconverted, and had also given them full powers to 
manage and cultivate, or let the same until sold. There was evidence that 
the most profitable ve 4 of dealing with the estate was to deal with it as 
the trustees suggested; but that it would probably be necessary to 
spend money in ing sewers, &c. It was argued on behalf of the 
trustees that they were the proper persons to apply to the court under 
section 23 of the Settled Estates Act. Section 23 and Vine v. Raleigh (24 
Ch. D. 238) was relied on. As to the proposed improvements, section 18 
of the Act and Re Hargreave’s Settled Estates (15 W. R. 54) were cited. 

Nortu, J., held that under the circumstances, and subject to a certain 
difference as to the payment of costs, he could make the order as asked in 
the petition. At the same time, his lordship did not feel quite satisfied that 
a definite scheme should not have been presented. The trustees might 
pay the costs out of any moneys in their hands representing real estate.— 

OUNSEL, S. Dickinson; E. Ford. Soutcrrors, Murray, Hitchins, Stirling, ¢ 
Murray. 

, {Repcrted by J. Anruur Price, Barrister-at-Law. } 


DUKE v. CLARKE—North, J., lst June. 


Practice—Cuancery Court or Ducny or Lancastger—Onrper or Court 
or THE DucHYy MADE oRDER oF High Court—Ex PARTE APPLICATION— 
Costs—13 & 14 Vicr. c. 43, s. 15. 


This was an ex parte application, under 13 & 14 Vict. c. 43, s. 15, to make 
an order of the Lancaster Palatine Court an order of the Chancery Divi- 
sion of the High Court. The applicant was a defendant in an action in 
the Palatine Court, in which judgment with costs had been given in his 
favour. The plaintiff, who failed to pay the taxed costs, did not 
reside or possess 7 ry on which execution could issue within the 
bailiwick of the sh of the county of Lancaster. It was, therefore, 
necessary to make the order of the Palatine Court an order of the High 
Court. According to the Act, application must be made ‘‘ upon the pro- 
duction of a transcript of the order’’ of the Palatine Court under 
the signature of the registrar. Counsel for the applicant, however, pro- 
duced the original order of the Palatine Court. 

Nortn, J., held that the words of the Act must be strictly followed, and 
made the order subject to the production of the transcript.—Counsg, 
Rawlins. So.scrrors, Brownlow § Howe, for Richard Brown § Co., Stock- 


rt. 
a {Reported by J. Anruve Paice, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re LEVY AND DEBENTURE CORPORATION'S CONTRACT—North, J., 
6th June. 


Venpor any Purcnaser—Convict Trustese—33 & 34 Vicr. c. 23. 


This was a summons under the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874 (37 & 
38 Vict. c. 78), to determine whether a transfer of a mortgage executed 
ty Henry Granville Wright, a convict, an administrator of whose property 
had been appointed under the Forfeiture Act (33 & 34 Vict. c. 23), one 
of two trustees in whom the mortgage was vested, was effectual to 
the property. For the purchaser it was contended that 33 & 34 Vict. c. 23, 
s. 8, incapacitated Wright to convey the mortgaged property, and that an 
alteration of the law had been effected by rection 48 of the Trustee Act, 
1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 53). For the vendor it was submitted that the 
Trustee Act, 1893, had not made any change in the law, which had 
remained the same ever since 4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 23, was passed to remedy 
the inconvenience of the then existing law ; R. v. Bridger (1 M. & W. 145); 
Coke, 3 Inst., p. 75; and Hale, Pleas of the Crown, p. 703, were referred 
to 


Nort, J., said : The question is whether Wright and Lewis had power 
to convey, in May, 1893, what was conveyed to them on the 4th of March, 
1892, Wright having become a felon in the meantime. In my opinion the 
conveyance was good. Before 4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 23 the inconveniences 
recited in the preamble to that statute were felt. ‘The matter was then 
dealt with by the Trustee Act, 1850, s. 46, and the Trustee Extension 
Act, 1852, s. 8, which looks as if the author of that Act thought that a 
convict was under some disability. Bat under section 1 of the Trustee 
Extension Act, 1852, it has been held that ‘‘as if free from disability” 


had | applies to a person under no disability at all. Section 48 of the Trustee 
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Act, 1893, repeals those Acts, but follows out the lines of the old Acts. 
It is said, however, that the Forfeiture Act of 1870 applies, and that the 

roperty is vested in the convict’s administrator. In my opinion, if it had 
om intended to change the well-established practice the Act would have 
expressly said so. Other persons who might be trustees of the same 
property would not have been ignored if the Act had been intended to 
relate to them. Moreover, by other sections of the Act absolute power is 
given to the administrator to convey or mortgage. It is simply outrageous 
to suppose that the Legislature authorized the administrator to pay the 
costs of the prosecution, to make allowances for the support of con- 
vict’s family, and to make good amounts of which le have been 
defrauded by the convict, out of property of which the convict was a 
trustee. I must read the Act as a rational Act, and not as one providing 
for the maintenance of the convict out of the trust estate.—Covunsrt, 8. 
Hall, Q.C., and Greenwood ; Swinfen Eady,Q.C., and Whinney. Soxtct- 
tors, Finch § Turner ; Spreat § Bullivant. 


[Reported by G. B. Hauritoy, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re PETTITT, FLAXMAN v. PETTITT—North, J., 5th June. 
Wiui—" Furnirvre anp Errsctrs’’—Lirerary Notes. 


This was an adjourned summons to determine, inter alia, the following 
questions :—Henry Pettitt, by his will, dated the 27th of March, 1892, gave 
and bequeathed to E. A. i ‘‘any house belonging to me in 
which she ehall be residing at the e of my decease, together with the 
household furniture and effects therein of every description, for her own 
use.”? The testator died in December, 1893. Mrs. Fernyhough was at 
the date of his death residing in Brook House, in which there was at that 
time a carriage, some clothes of the testator, the written out plot of a play 
which the testator purposed writing, and some notes as to plots and 
scenes. It was submitted on behalf of Mrs. Fernyhough that the words 
of the bequest included the carriage, clothes, and lite notes. In sup- 
port of the opposite contention Cole v. Fitzgerald (1 Sim. & St. 189, 3 Russ, 
301) was cited. 

Nortu, J., said that he would follow Cole v. Fitzgerald, and held that the 
carriage in the stable, the testator’s clothes, the plot of the play, and 
the notes as to the plots and scenes were not included in the bequest to 
Mrs. Fernyhough. 

The testator’s will also contained the following clause :—‘‘ I direct that 
all payments of legacies, annuities, or other under this my will shall be 
free of duty to the persons receiving the same.’’ Three-fifths of the 
residue was given to Mrs. Pettitt and her children, and two-fifths to Mrs. 
Fernyhough and her children. On behalf of Mrs. Pettitt it was sub- 
mitted that each share of residue must bear its own duty, and Ward v. 
Grey (26 Beav. 485), and Re Elcom, Layborn v. Groves-Wright (1894, 1 Ch. 
303), were cited. 

Nortn, J., said some meaning must be given to the words “‘ or other,”’ 
and that he must follow Re Johnston, Cockerell v. Earl of Eesex (32 W. R. 
634, 26 Oh. D. 538) and direct duty to be paid out of the estate before it 
was divided.—Counset, Everitt, Q.C., Mitchell, Swinfen Eady, Q.C., P. H. 
Meyrick, Duka, Eve, Ashton Cross, Eustace Smith,. Cababe. Soxicrrors, 
Bolton §& Mote; H. M. Pike; A. Price; F. Thairlwall, 


[Reported by G. B. Hamittow, Barrister-at-Law.! 


J. v. §.—Stirling, J., 1st June. 


PARTNERSHIP—AcTION FoR DissoLuTION—PAaRTNER oF Unsounp Minp— 
Intgerm™ INsUNCTION. 


This was an action by a partner against his co-partner in which the 
plaintiff alleged that the defendant was permanently of unsound mind and 
claimed dissolution of the partnership. The action came on for hearing 
about three weeks ago, when his lordship was eatisfied on the evidence 
then before him that the defendant was of unsound mind, but being of 
opinion that the defendant was not permanently insane and that there 
was some hope of his recovery, directed the action to stand over until 
after the Long Vacation. In the meantime it appeared that the defendant, 
who was under medical care and also under acertain amount of restraint, 
had attempted to assert his rights as a partner by drawing cheques upon 
the partnership banking account and by going to the office of the firm and 
claiming to take a part in the carrying on of the business in a manner which 
was injurious to thefirm. The plaintiff, on the 29th of May last, applied 
by motion for an interim injunction to restrain the defendant from dealing 
with the partnership assets and from issuing bills or notes or drawing 
cheques in the name of the firm or from coming to or remaining on the 
business premises, or from in any way interfering with the partnership 
business. It was in evidence that the defendant’s medical attendant on 
the 28th of May last, had, in answer to an inquiry of the plaintiff, stated 
that the defendant was not in a fit state to be at large. The injunction 
was granted in the terms of the motion, and the plaintiff now asked for an 
order continuing the injunction until judgment in the action or further 
order. In support of the plaintiff’s application reliance was placed = 
a statement of Lord Hatherley in Anon. (2 K. & J. 441), to the effect that 
he would have granted an injunction against the defendant in that case if 
he had been of opinion that such defendant was of unsound mind. The 
cases of Re B. (40 W. R 369; 1892, 1 Ch. 459), and Robinson v. Galland 
(33 Sorrcrrons’ Jounnat, 490, 5 Times L. R. 504), were also referred to. 
On behalf of the defendant’s guardian ad litem it was contended that the 
court would not grant an injunction against a person of unsound mind, 


inasmuch as there would be no means of enforc g it, and, farther, that 
the point had not been argued or decided in the case before Lord ’ 
and, therefore, that case was not an authority in the plaintiff's favour. 

. From the evidence 


Sriauina, J., said the case was somewhat 


improved since the time when the action come on for 
therefore came to the conclusion that the defendant was still 
mind. The question was whether under such circumstances the court 
could grant an injunction against the defendant. It was not absolutely 
certain that a dissolution of hip would be granted. The question 
therefore came to this, Would the court interfere to restrain agave 
from acting in such a way as to injure the partnership business were 
of unsound mind? A person of unsound mind could be sued and 
judgment might be recovered and an order made against him. Why, 
then, during the pendency of an action for dissolution should not an 
order be made against such a pereon in order to prevent him from so 
acting as to injure the partnership business? On general 

the court ought to interfere. There was very little authority on the 

but such as there was—viz., an expression of opinion by Lord Hatherley, 
which was in favour of the plaintiff’s contention—was deserving of the 
greatest respect. It was suggested that if an injunction were granted 
the court would not be able to enforce it. There might be a difficulty in 
doing so, but it was not necessary to go into that matter at present, 
because there were cases in which a remedy had been found. His 
lordship was not that if the injunction were granted it would 
be ineffectual, for the interim injunction had apparently already led to the 
useful result that the defendant was under better restraint. The 
injunction would therefore be continued until judgment in the action or 
until further order.—Counsgt, Graham Hastings, Q.C., and Robertson 
Macdonald ; Ribton. Sourscrrors, C. W. Inman ; Piesse § Son. 


[Reported by W. 8. Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law.} 


Re THE LEICESTER MORTGAGE CO. (LIM.)—Stirling, J., 2nd June. 


Company—Repvction or Caprrat—Evipence or RersoivutTions or Company 
~—Companres Acts, 1862 (25 & 26 Vicr. c. 89), s. 67; 1867 (30 & 31 Vicr. 
c. 131), s. 11; 1877 (40 & 41 Vicr. c. 26), s. 4. 


This was a petition by the above-named company for the confirmation 
by the court of a resolution passed by the company for the reduction of 
its capital under the Companies Acts, 1867 and 1877. ‘The evidence of the 
passing of the resolution consisted of a statement made by the chairman 
of the company in his affidavit in support of the petition, and of a minute 
in the company’s minute book of the meeting at which the resolution was 

ed. e registrar (Mr. Lavie) his lordship that North, J., 

ad held that in order to prove the g@ of a resolu by a company 

it was necessary to prove the of the notices convening the 

meeting. Counsel for the petition referred to section 67 of the Companies 

Act, 1862, and submitted that the production of the minute was 
eufficient. 

Srrraume, J., thought that such evidence was sufficient under the Act.— 
CovnseL, Graham Hastings, Q.C., and Alexander Young. Soxtcrtors, Met- 
calfe §& Sharp, for Strettin ¢ Aysom, Leicester. 

[Reported by Arnoip Grover, Barrister-at-Law.]} 





High Court—Quseen’s Bench Division. 
HOLLAND v. LESLIE—3Ist May. 


Practice—AMENDMENT—Notice 1x Liev or Writ servep ovr or JuRis- 
picTION—APPLicaBILity or R. 8. C., XX VIII.—Svnstirvrion or Cavsz or 
Actrion—AFFIDAVIT. 


Appeal from a decision of Lawrance, J., at chambers, giving the 
plaintiff leave to amend his writ by substituting a different cause of 
action. The defendant was an American subject. Notice of the writ, 
which was issued for service out of the j m, was served out of the 
juritdiction. The writ was originally mdorsed with a claim upon a bill of 
exchange and a further claim for sold and delivered, and bore date 
the 14th of July, 1893. It was subsequently ascertained that by mistake 
the claim indorsed on the writ had been made in respect of a which 
had been met instead of one which remained unpaid. An application to 
amend as above was then made by the plaintiff, and it was admitted on the 
pret hee cere 
is writ could have been put upon 
objected by counsel for the defendant (1) that the learned judge had 
jurisdiction to make an tat all, and (2) that at all events 
could not do so unless the necessary facts were proved by affidavit. 
the first objection it was contended that the substitution of a fresh 
of action on a writ issued for service out of the jurisdiction, or 
notice in lieu of service is to be given out of the tion, could not be 
made by amendment under order 28, which did 
The application for such an amendment was in 
application for leave to commence a new action, and the 
formalities ought to be observed as to service—as if there were a 
writ. Ord. 2, r. 4, shewed the strictness which was requisite when 
were allowed to be served out of the jurisdiction, 

case 
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before him he was entitled to infer that the 


endant’s condition had not 
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conditions which were applicable to granting leave in respect of the 
original cause of action were satisfied, he had jurisdiction to make the 
amendment; and as to the second ground, that the point was not raised 
at chambers. 

Tus Covrt (Cave and Coxtins, JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 

Cave, J., in giving judgment, said that, as to the first of the appellant’s 
contentions, the result of holding that order 28 did not apply to such an 
action would be so serious that it would require the strongest demonstra- 
tion that it was not applicable to induce the court so to hold. The appel- 
lant had quite failed on that point, and he was of opinion that the provi- 
sion of order 28 applied to this case. None of the cases went the length 
required by the appellant, and if the judge was satisfied that the require- 
ments of the case in regard to the original writ were complied with, that 
was sufficient, and he had jurisdiction to make the amendment. On the 
second point, that the facts were not verified by affidavit, it was beyond 
doubt that if one party at chambers raised the objection, he was entitled 
to have the facts put upon affidavit, but it frequently happened that 
parties agreed to accept the statement of them when the affidavit was dis- 

with. But in the present case it was not clear that the point had 
taken at chambers, and the result was that this appeal must be dis- 
missed. 

Cotuis, J., concurred.—Counsgt, 7. Watt ; Lewis Thomas. Soxscrrors, 
Webster § Webster; W. H. Herbert. 

[Reported by J. P. Mrxxor, Barrister-at-Law. } 


FREEMAN v. GENERAL PUBLISHING CO. (LIM.)—Ist June. 


Practice—Costs—Stay or Procxepincs—Action aGainst CoMPANY IN 
Vouuntary Liquipation—ApriicaTiIon AT CHAMBERS—JURISDICTION— 
Companigs Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vicr. c. 89), ss. 85, 1388—Jupicature Act, 
1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. c. 44), 8. 5. 

A question arose in this case as to the power, on an application to stay 
proceedings in an action against a company in voluntary liquidation, to 
order the plaintiff to pay the costs of the application. The action was 
brought against the defendant company upon two bills of exchange and 
for money lent, the plaintiff being aware that the company was in course of 
voluntary liquidation. On the day of the issue of the writ the solicitors to 
the liquidator wrote to the plaintiff admitting the claim, and saying that 
the plaintiff was at liberty to prove for the debtin theliquidation. The 
plaintiff, nevertheless, subsequently required the defendants to enter an 
appearance, and an application was then made by the defendants at cham- 
bers to stay the action, on the ground that the company was in voluntary 
liquidation, and that the debt for which the plaintiff sued was admitted. 
An order staying all proceedings in the action was made by the master, 
and this order was confirmed by the judge, the plaintiff being also 
ordered io pay the costs of the application. The plaintiff thereupon 
appeuicd to the court, and it was contended by counsel on his behalf, inéer 
alia, that the judge and the master had no jurisdiction to order the 
plaintiff to pay the costs of the proceedings. 

Tue Cover (Cave and Coxtins, JJ.) dismissed the appeal. After 
expressing their opinion that the judge and the master had jurisdiction to 
grant a stay of the proceedings in the action upon an application under 
eection 138 of the Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), at chambers, 
and that, the debt having been admitted in the present case, the order was 
rightly made, the court held further that the judge and the master had juris- 
diction, atall events by virtue of the power given them by the Judicature Act, 
1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 44), s. 5, to deal with the costs of matters arising 
before them, to order the plaintiff to pay the costs of the proceedings. In 
Rose § Co. v. Cardden Lodge Coal and Coke Co. (Limited) (26 W. R. 353, 
3 Q. B. D. 235), the court entertained no doubt of the existence of the 
ny nne of the court there to deal with the costs in such a matter, although 
n that case it was not exercised. If the judge had jurisdiction over the 
costs, the court could not interfere with his discretion.—CovnsrL, Crans- 
toun; T. Willes Chitty. Souxtcrrons, Keene, Marsland, Bryden, § Besant ; 
Learoyd, James, § Mellor. 

[Reported by J. P. Met.or, Barrister-at-Law. | 


THE QUEEN v. BENNETT AND WARD—4th June. 


FRIENDLY Socrery—Srewarp WITHHOLDING Mongys or THE Socrety— 
Proceepincs—F rienpiy Societies Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 60), s, 16. 


This was the argument of a rule nisi calling upon Mr. Curtis Bennett, a 
London police magistrate, to shew cause why a mandamus should not issue 
directing him to grant a summons under section 16, sub-section (9), of the 
Friendly Societies Act, 1875, against one Ward, tte steward of the Fulham 
Liberal Club and Institute, » registered friendly society. It was the 
custom of the club to lay in a stock of liquors, which were supplied to the 
members by the steward at prices fixed by the committee. Quarterly 
accounts of the stock in the hands of the steward were taken by the com- 
mittee and valuations made. The moneys taken by the steward from 
members were paid to the secretary weekly. At the end of each quarter 
the moneys so received from the steward and any balance then in the 
hands of the steward together with the value of the stock then in his 
custody — to be equal to the value of the stock entrusted to him at 
the beginning or during the quarter after allowance had been made for 
waste. At the end of the quarter ending on the 28th of September, 1893, 
the value of the stock entrusted to Ward during or at the beginning of the 
quarter and after all due allowances had been made was £307 4s. ld. The 
moneys paid by Ward to the secretary during the same period or paid 
pr by order of the committee amounted to £168, and the value of the 
stock in his custody was admitted by him to be £71 19s. 1d. only. The 
result was that £68 5s. appeared to be due from Ward to the society : this 
sum he failed to account for. The society applied to the magistrate for a 
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summons under section 16, sub-section (9), of the Friendly Societies Act, 








1875, which provides that ‘‘1f any person obtains on by false repre- 
sentation or imposition of any property of a society, or having the same 
in his possession withholds or misapplies the same . . . he shall on 
the complaint of the society or of any member authorized by the society 
or the trustees or committee of management of ths same .. . be 
liable on summary conviction to a penalty not exceeding twenty po: 

and costs.” The magistrate refused to grant the summons, upon the 
ground that the matter was a question of account between Ward and the 
society, and ought to be dealt with in the county court. The society then 
obtained this rule. Bennett v. Markhcm (L. R.7 C. P. 405) was referred 
to during the argument. 

Tue Covrr (Cave and Cotuins, JJ.) made the rule absolute. 

Cave, J., after reading section 16, sub-section (9), of the Friendly 
Societies Act, 1875, continued: In order to obtain a summons under this 
sub-section primd facie evidence must be adduced to shew that the defend- 
ant is withholding or misapplying the property of the society. If there is 
nothing more than a debt from the defendant to the society, the proper 
tribunal to adjudicate upon the matter is the county court, and proceed - 
ings ought not to be taken under this section. But here the society has 
shewn that the defendant received goods to the value of £307, and could 
give no account of £68, or nearly a fourth part of the whole sum. That 
seems to me to be a primd facie case calling for an answer. It may be 
that there is a ectly answer, but when a case has been made that 
a person has withheld or misapplied the property or money of the society, 
it is quite proper to call upon him for an answer under this section. I 
think, therefore, that the summons ought to have been granted, and that 
the rule must be made absolute. 

Cottins, J.—I am of the same opinion, and upon the same grounds. 
Rule absolute.—CounsgL, Beard; T. F. Hobson. Soxtcrtors, Beard § Sons ; 


W. T. Iggulden. 
(Reported by T. R. C. Ditt, Barrister-at-Law.} _ 





Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re J. F. VITORIA, Ex parte J. ¥. VITORIA—O. A. No. 1, 25th May. 


Banxruprcy—CrepiTors’ Petrrion—Res JupicATA—RBEFUSAL OF REGISTRAR 
TO GRANT Recetvinc OrpEr—Sgconp Petition on Same Dest—Banxk- 
ruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s.7, sun-secTion (2). 


Appeal from an order of Mr. Registrar Linklater, granting a receiving 
order against the debtor on the petition of the Spanish Corporation 
(Limited). The debtor was a foreigner domiciled in England, and a bank- 
ruptcy petition was presented against him in the Croydon County Court 
by the Spanish Corporation on March 27, 1893, upon a judgment which 
they had obtained against him fora considerablesum. The registrar of the 
court ultimately re: to make a receiving order, on the ground that the 
above judgment had not been caypee &, tained, and that the debt was 
not, therefore, a good petitioning creditor’s debt in bankruptcy. The 
petitioning creditors appealed to the Divisional Court, who overruled 
an objection by the debtor that the notice of appeal which, under 
the Bankruptcy Rules, must be sent to the registrar of the court 
appealed from, was out of time, and reversed the decision of the 
registrar on the merits. The Court of Appeal subsequently sustained 
the above objection, and restored the order of the registrar. The peti- 
tioning creditors thereupon issued a fresh bankruptcy notice in respect of 
the same debt, and, the notice being disregarded, presented a petition to 
the Bankruptcy Court, upon which Mr. Registrar Linklater made the 
receiving order against which the debtor now appealed. A pre- 
liminary objection was raised by counsel for the debtor that the 
registrar had no jurisdiction to make the order, on the ground that 
the matter was res judicuta. It was contended that the registrar of 
the Croydon County Court had decided that the judgment, which 
was the debt upon which the proceedings by the petitioning cre- 
ditors were founded, was not a good petitioning creditor’s debt in 
bankruptcy. The appeal from that decision having been abor- 
tive, it must be taken to have been acquiesced in by the petitioning 
creditors, and, as between the same parties, was an estoppel to the further 
bankruptcy petition upon the same debt. To enable a creditor to Pens 
upon the same act of bankruptcy there must be a fresh debt, and if the 
petitioning creditors could go from one registrar to another presenting 
fresh petitions upon the same debt, such proceedings would be unfair and 
oppressive. It was argued by counsel for the petitioning creditor that the 


was consequently a debt upon which the present application was rightly 
founded. All that the registrar’s decision in the county court amounted 
to was an exercise of the discretion to refuse a receiving order which was 
vested in him by section 7, sub-section (2), of the Bankruptcy Act of 1883, 
and it was in no way an adjudication on the judgment debt that would 
operate to make the question as to its being a good or bad petitioning 
creditor’s debt in bankruptcy res judicata. 

Tue Court (Lord Esuer, M.R., and Kay and A. L. Saurrn, L.JJ.) over- 
ruled the objection. 

Lord Esuge, in giving judgment, said the objection to the receiv- 
ing order, that the question as to the validity of the petitioning creditors’ 
debt was res judicata, was untenable. Where there was a judgment in 
existence which was unsatisfied and not set aside, that was in iteelf a 
res judicata, and was a debt upon which a bankruptcy petition could be 
rightly presented. But it was sug: that the registrar, on the presenta- 
tion of the bankruptcy petition, jurisdiction to review the judgment, 
and that, having decided that it was not. a good petitioning creditor’s 
debt in bankruptcy, the effect of his decision was that it became res 





matter was not res judicata, inasmuch as the judgment stood, and there — 
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judicata the other way, and that no registrar could subsequently consider 
the question. That was clearly a wrong view; the registrar had no juris- 
diction to determine the matter, except in so far as was necessary for the 
of exercising the discretion which was given him under the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1883, s. 7, sub-section (2), which provided that the registrar 
might make a receiving order if he were satlefied with the proof of the 
debt of the petitioning creditor. No inconvenience or injustice could 
arise, as, if a creditor vexatiously presented fresh petitions without proper 
materials, the Bankruptcy Court would refuse to grant a receiving order. 
Kay and A. L. Smrrn, LJJ., concurred.—Counset, Jelf, Q.0., and 
F. Cooper Willis ; Finlay, Q.C.,and Macklin. So1scrrors, H. W. Christmas ; 
Jenkins, Baker, § Co. 
[Reported by J. P. Mzxxor, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
COLE v. ELEY—C. A. No. 1, 5th June. 


Soticrror—Lizen—Cuaroinc Orpgr—AssIGNMENT oF MOoNEY RECOVERED 
1x Action— ‘*‘ Purcuaszrn ror VatLvue witnout Notice’? —Soricrrors 
Act, 1860 (23 & 24 Vicr. c. 127), s. 28. 


Appeal from the Queen’s Bench Division (Oharles and Collins, JJ.) 
affirming an order of Lawrance, J., at chambers, granting a charging 
order in favour of Mr. Baker, the solicitor for the plaintiff in the action of 
Cole v. Eley, upon the moneys recovered in that action under section 28 of 
the Solicitors Act, 1860 (reported, ante, p. 460; 1894,2 Q. B. 180). It’ 
appeared that the action was compro upon the terms of the defend- 
ant paying to the plaintiff a certain sum by instalments, with power to 
the plaintiff, if the instalments were not regularly paid, to enter judgment | 
against the defendant for £1,000. The plaintiff by deed assigned for value 
his rights under the compromise to one Read, who had been a witness in 
the action. Read gave notice of the assignment to Baker. Baker then 
applied for and obtained a charging order upon the moneys recovered in 
the action for his costs and expenses in the action. Read a 
against the charging order. Section 28 of the Solicitors Act, 1860, 
enacts that, where a solicitor is employed to ute or defend any 
suit or matter, the court or a judge may declare such solicitor entitled to 
a charge upon the property recovered or preserved ; ‘‘and all convey- 
ances and acts done to defeat, or which shall operate to defeat, such charge 
or right, shall, unless made to a bond fide purchaser for value without 
notice, be absolutely void and of no effect as against such charge or 
right.”” It was contended for the appellant that he was a purchaser 
‘without notice’’ of the charge, the charge being subsequent to the 
assignment. It was contended for the solicitor that ‘‘ without notice ”’ 
meant without notice of the solicitor’s right to a lien, and that the 7 
lant, having notice of the action, was nota purchaser without notice. The 
Divisional Court upheld the contention of the solicitor, and affirmed the 


charging order. 
Ree — (Lord Esugr, M.R., Kay and A. L. Surrn, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the ap ’ 

Lord Esuer, M.R., said that it was unnecessary to go through all the 


cases again. It was clear, as Collins, J., in his judgment pointed out, 
that the case of Faithfull v. Ewen (26 W. R. 270, 7 Ch. D. 495) decided that 
notice that the subject-matter of the assignment was the subject-matter 
of a suit amounted to notice to the assignee of the existence of the solicitor’s 
right toalien. Such knowledge as that prevented the person from being 
a purchaser for value ‘‘ without notice.’”’ That was a decision of the Court 
of Appeal, and it was followed by other cases in this court. The appellant 
here had such notice, and the appeal failed. 

Kay, L.J., concurred. When the purchaser bought poet gy ooh rights 
under the compromise no charging order had been le. Faithfull v. 
Ewen decided that it was not necessary that the purchaser should have 
notice of the charging order, but that it was sufficient if he had notice of 
facts which entitled the solicitor to obtain a charging order. Here the 
appellant had that knowledge becauce he purc the plaintiff’s rights 
under the compromise. 

A. L. Surrn, L.J., concurred. There were no fewer than four cases in 
the Court of Appeal—Fuithfull v. Ewen, Shippey v. Grey (28 W. R. 877), 
Dallow v. Garrold (33 W.R. 219,14 Q. B. D. 543), Re Suffield $ Watts, 
Ex parte Brown (36 W. R. 584, 20 Q. B. D. 693)—all against the contention 
of the appellant.—Covunse., H. Kent; Smyly,Q.C., and Crispe. Sotcrrors, 
F. Norton ; Montagu, Scott, § Baker. 

| Reported by W. F. Banry, Barrister-at-Law. ] 





LAW SOCIETIES, 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual general meeting of the members of this society will be held 
on Friday, the 13th of July, at two p.m. precisely, for the election of a 
president and vice-president of the society ; of ten members of the council 
in lieu of ten members who go out of office in rotation; of two members | 
of the council in lieu of Sir Henry ‘Watson Parker, of ,» and Mr. 
Barnerd Platts Broomhead Colton-Fox, ‘of Sheffield, deceased ; of three 
auditors ; and for other purposes of the‘ society, 

The following are the names of the members who go out of office by 
rotation, and who, with the exception of Dr. Edwin Freshfield, of London, 
and Mr. John Cooper, of Manchester, offer themselves for re-election :— 
Mr. Addison (London), Mr. John Cooper’ (Manchester), Dr. Edwin Fresh- 





field (London), Mr. Wm. Godden (London), Mr. Grinham Keen (London), 


Mr. N. T. Lawrence (London), Mr. Richard Mills (London), Sir Thomas 
Paine (London), Sir Albert K. Rollit (London), Mr. W. Melmoth W: 
(London). 

The name of every person intended to be as president, vice- 
president, or as a member of the council, or as an auditor, n:ust be trans- 
mitted in writing to the secretary on or before the 2lst inst. 





LAW ASSOCIATION, 


At a meeting of the directors held at the hall of the Incorporated Law 
Society, on Thursday, the 7th inst., the paamng Selng present—viz., 
Messrs. Arthur Toovey (chairman), H. , 8S. J. Daw, L. 
Desborough, H. OC. Nisbet, 8. Smith, J. Vallance, and Arthur Carpenter 
(secretary)—grants amounting to £1,005 were made to the widows and 
families of twenty-two members for the ensuing year, and £105 to the 
widows and daughters of eight non-members, and the ordinary general 
business was transacted. 








THE FINANCE BILL, 1894. 
(Concluded from page 516.) 


VII. (1) This clause continues the law a? ge mg relating to 
any of the old duties, and makes them ap, le to the new duty. 

e committee’ protest against this mode of legislation, making it 
necessary to refer to old Acts, rules, and decisions, and to apply 
them to the altered circumstances—the Bill ought to contain 
necessary provisions for the assessment and co ion of the new 
duty. If this cannot be done now, a Consolidation Act chould be 
_ as soon as may be. 

(2) This requires the executor ‘‘ to the best of his belief ’’ to specify in 
the affidavit lodged before probate “all the property in respect of which 
estate duty is payable on the death.” 

This will involve the executor in inquiries into many things which do 

not concern him except for the purposes of this sub-section. 

It is suggested that to this sub-section should be added an express 
power fo enable an executor to obtain probate or pro on 
account, with the ne certificates that full duty has been 
paid on eo eee en accounted for, so as to enable him to 
realize something. If an executor must before obtaining probate 
render a complete account, including a valuation of all property 
abroad, there must be many cases in which the grant of probate 

a = be delayed ——— wa tale ni Mm 

) Every person to whom property passes by a death for an interest 

possession, and to the extent of pro) actually received, executors, 
trustees, and other in whom any interest in the property or the 
management thereof is vested, and every person in whom the same is vested by 
alienation or other derivative title, is to be accountable for the duty. 

The =— in whom the management of property is vested is a wide 

efinition ; but the words persons in whom property which 
has by death becomes vested by alienation or derivative title 
accountable, will render it impossible to realize any property with - 
out giving to such Porm ete oe purchasers—the commissioners’ 
certificate that full duty has been paid, and unless clause X. (3) is 
amended it will prevent realization even with a certificate. 
result will be to introduce into sales of chattels, live or dead, and of 
shares and stocks, the complications at present existing in dealing 
with real estate. No one, for instance, could, without beco 
accountable for the duty and liable to treble penalty if he omi 
to pay it, buy of an executor a horse or a picture or furniture ; no 
sales of stock in trade ‘‘in consequence of a death’’ ; no transfers 
at Bank of England, or any railway or other company, of Govern- 


ment stock or debentures or from survivors in a joint account 
with a deceased person, or from the executors of a person, 
will be able to take without the production to the purchasers 
of the certificate that ‘full estate duty’’ has been paid, which 
certificate cannot be until the commissioners have been 
satistied what is the ‘ value ” of the property by 
death of deceased, incl real estate in England, 


estate in England and abroad, and property passing to other people 
in consequence of his death (of which his ex:cutors may know 
nothing), with all accumulations of income on each class of 
property and until the duty on it is cleared ; and even this certificate 
will not protect the property or the of it if the person 
obtaining the certificate, of whom the purchaser knows nothing, has 
been guilty of any fraud or su r 

The title to real estate will be further complicated by making it neces- 

sary to a certificates of duty paid (or of no duty payable) 

with the deeds in respect of every death of which any notice 

the title 


appears on the 6 
The protection given by clause VIII. (3) only applies to a. 
“ without notice” of ‘ stocks, shares, funds, or 7? It 
the entry in the register or the deed of transfers shews that the 
transfer is made by executors or survivors in a joint account the 
purchasers have notice, and no protection is given at all to pur- 


by executors of a deceased, or by survivors in a joint account. 

(5) inneens pute 2 o p4 

The old law was double duty, and seems no reason to increase 
the penalty. 





is 
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un) If too little duty has been oy additional duty is to be payable, 
less a certificate of discharge been previously delivered under 
clause X. (1). 

(8) Authorizes return of duty if it is proved to the satisfaction of the 
Commissioners that too much has been paid. 

There ought to be an appeal on this point from the Commissioners to the 

High Court. 

VIII. Enacts that ‘‘unless it is certified by the Commissioners that 
there is no claim for estate duty thereon,”’ no bank or other person can 
pay over money or deliver securities in their hands, and no keeper of a 
register can allow any transfer of stock, shares, or securities, where such 
money or securities, or stocks, shares, or securities, are in the names of a 


dead pe or of several persons one of whom is dead. The clause also 
prohibits payment of an insurance policy on a life until this certificate is 
provided 


If this clause of the Bill stands, and if the Commissioners act strictly 
on it, and decline to give certificates that ‘‘there is no claim for 
estate duty ’’ on particular securities composing parts of a deceased’s 
estate, or of a trust estate of which deceased was one of a set of 
trustees, until they (the Commissioners) are convinced that the 
aggregate value of all property passing by his death is correctly 
ascertained and estate duty paid thereon, or that no duty is 
payable in consequence’ of the death, many months and frequently 
years must elapse between the death and the realization of the first 
asset. In the meantime no income can be collected, nor can the 
debts due from the deceased be paid. One instance of the extreme 
inconvenience that will be caused by this clause is the case of a 
bank or other firm having t of their reserve fund in Consols or 
other inscribed securities in the joint names of the individual 
partners. If one of tke holders dies, no part of such investments 
can be realized until the Commissioners give their certificate ‘‘ that 
there is no claim for estate duty thereon,’’ and they cannot be 
expected to give such a certificate until the partnership accounts are 
settled and duty paid on the share of the deceased therein. The 
settlement of partnership accounts frequently takes a long time, 
and in the meantime the investments could not be realized even by 
creditors of the firm. 

IX. (1) Enacts that duty shall be a first charge on property. 

This should be ‘‘ subject to incumbrances existing at date of death.” 

(2) Provides for granting certificates of duty paid. 

There should be a provision that separate certificates should on request 
be ted for separate items of property, and that such certificates 
ehould discharge the property in the hands of a purchaser notwith- 
standivg that it may be subsequently ascertained that a higher duty 
was payable. 

(3) This sub-section provides that the Commissioners’ certificate that 
estate duty has been ory on property shall be conclusive evidence that the 
amount of duty is a first charge on the property and provides that any 
repayment of duty by the Commissioners shall be made to the person pro- 
ducing the certificate. 

This ogame J means that the certificate is to be a security transfer- 
able by delivery. It is suggested that this ought not to be so, but 
that the sub-section should provide that the duty should be repaid 
by the Commissioners to the persons entitled to it. 

(4) Makes trustees of property not passing to executor liable to repay to 

executor duty if paid by him. 

This ow ought to attach to the property, not to the trustees per- 
sonally. 

(5) wy bed op ae to raise duty by sale or mortgage. 

This should include power to raise interest and expenses, but should be 
subject to existing incumbrancee. 

(7) Money, &c., held under a settlement may be expended in paying 

= on property subject to the settlement. 
his should be limited to money and property held on the same trusts. 

X. (1) Provides for certificates of discharge being given by Commis- 
tioners when full duty has been paid on an estate or a part thereof. 

This certificate, like that under IX. (2), should absolutely release the 
property in the hands of a purchaser notwithstanding any subse- 
quent discovery that more duty or a higher rate was payable, 
notwithstanding fraud, &c., on the part of the person who obtained 
it. It should also provide that certificates should be given that 
there is no claim for duty on particular parts of the property, or in 
consequence of a death on a joint account. 

(2) Directs the Commissioners at end of two years from death to give a 
ce which shall discharge the property mentioned in it and the 
applicant from farther duties. 

If such a certificate cannot be obtained for two years, no asset of the 

can be realized in the meantime. No bank, insurance com- 
ae , or keeper of a register of stocks or shares in a company will 
advised to hand over or allow transfer of anything for two years. 

(3) Provides that no certificate shall discharge any person or property 
from duty in case of fraud or suppression of facts. 

The property, if transferred in the meantime to a purchaser without 
notice of the fraud or suppression, ought to be discharged, and 

, keepers of registers, &c., ought also to be protected, or 
the certificate will be useless. The certificate provided under sub- 
section 1] does not discharge the applicant—that is, the executor or 
trustee—and he would not be safe in handing anything over to the 

es until he obtains the certificate under sub-section 2, 
which could not be obtained for two years after death ; and even this 


would not exoncrate him from further duty which may be ascertained | 


to be payable in consequence of the discovery of fraud on the part 
of some othér persons, 





XII. Provides for recovery by executor from legatees and others of 
their proportion of estate duty. 

This clause should provide that the legatees should be bound by the 
accounts and valuations as settled between the executors, &c., and 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue. The county court ought to 
have jurisdiction in small cases. 

XV. This clause alters the mode of assessment of succession duty on 
real property, making it payable on capital value instead of the value of 
the life interest. 

XVII. (1) The language of this clause is not clear. Should not the 
word ‘‘ or’’ in second line be struck out ? 

XVIII. (2) (a) This has been already referred to under Clause IT. 

The clauses not referred to in this report call for no observation within 
the limits laid down by the council. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
CALLS TO THE BAR, 


The undermentioned gentlemen were on Wednesday called to the 
degree of barrister-at-law :— 

Linco.n’s-1nn.—Geore Henry Foley (certificate of honour C. L. E., 
Hilary Term, 1894); William John Corbett, M.A., Cambridge; Syed 
Abdul Majid Shah; Frederick Francis Liddell, M.A., Fellow of All Souls’ 
Coll., Oxford ; Robert Bertrand Jackson, LL.B., Cambridge; Charles 
Warre Harriott, Merton Coll., Oxford; Alfred John Barton Tapling ; 
Wilfrid Scarborough Jackson; Francis rey Champernowne, B.A., 
Oxford; Thomas Frederick Dawkins, B.A., Oxford; Gokalbhai Bapuji 
Desai; George Frederick Clucas, B.A., Cambridge ; Daulat Ram Mulchand 
Seth, senior scholar of Ayerst Hall, Cambridge ; William Bensley Cotton, 
Wadham Coll., Oxford; Chunilal Bhalabhai Desai; Douglas Eyre, B.A., 
Oxford; Ralegh Buller Phillpotts, B.A., Oxford; and Francis John 
Kynaston Cross, B.A., Oxford. ’ 

Inner Tempte.—Alfred Henry Chaytor, B.A., Cambridge, holder of a 
first-class studentship, awarded Hilary, 1891; Richard William Leage, 
M.A., B.O.L., Oxford, holder of a first-class studentship, awarded Hilary, 
1892, and of a certificate of honour, awarded Trinity Term, 1894; Alex- 
ander Grant, M.A., B.C.L., Oxford, holder of a certificate of honour, 
awarded Trinity, 1893; Henry Clements Barstow, B.A., Cambridge ; the 
Hon. John William Harris; Henry Herbert Peet, Oxford; Leslie Frederic 
Scott, Oxford ; Basil Aubrey Hollond Woodd, Cambridge ; Arthur Walters 
Wills, B.A., LL.B., Cambridge; Dudley Richard Dangar, B.A., Cam- 
bridge ; William Peter Rylands, B.A., Cambridge; William Woodthorpe 
Tarn, B.A., Cambridge ; Frederick George Barker, B.A., Oxford ; Samuel 
Hugh Francklin, Hole; Reuben William Roberts, Cambridge; John 
Alfred Le Gros, B.A., Cambridge; He Birch Sharpe; Syed Ahmed 
Shere ; Ernest King Allen; Horatio Gordon Davies, B.A., Cambridge ; 
Francis Herbert Mowatt, B.A., Oxford; John Frederick Iselin, B.A., 
Cambridge, holder of the Barstow Law Scholarship, awarded Trinity 
Term, 1894 ; Robert Sidney Stone ; Philip Rollason Thomason, B.A.,LL.B., 
Cambridge; Alfred Warren, B.A., noroy & Leonard Benjamin 
Franklin; Daniel Moung Po Dan, King’s College, London ; ward 
Horsman Coles, B.A., Oxford; Henry Alexander Trotter, B.A., Cam- 
bridge ; Herbert St. George Peacook; William Francis Drew ; Alfred 
Daniell, M.A., Edinburgh; and Mervyn Gilbart-Smith, B.A., LL.B., 
Cambridge. ; 

Mivpiz Temp_e.—Henry Alfred Constant Bonar; James Binney, B.A., 
Trinity Hall, Cambridge ; Ernest Clark, London University ; Ernest Bel- 
fort Bax ; Isaac Marshall, B.A., Peterhouse, Cambridge ; Charles Edward 
De Vos, St. Peter’s Coll, Cambridge; Denis Charles Joseph O’Conor, 
B.A., LL.B., London University; Kirpal Singh; Frank Tarry ; Barzore 
Jamshedji Dalal, Exeter Coll., Oxford; Thomas Lyddon James Surrage, 
B.O.L., M.A., Oxford ; Edmund Toulmin Nicolle; John Edward Robert 
Stephens, Royal University of Ireland ; Judah Israel, B.A., Queen’s Coll., 
Cambridge ; Alfred Leopold Goldner, B.A., Balliol Coll., Oxford; Charles 
Louis Henry Pilot, London University; Frank Litherland Teed, D.Sc., 
London University; Norman Bruce Elliott, M.D., Durham University ; 
Raynes Waite Stanley Dickson, Trinity Coll., Cambridge ; William North ; 
Francis William Moore, Calcutta University ; Yusufali Yakubali Jamadar, 
B.A., Bombay University; William Augustine Hibbert Ware, London 
University ; Syed Alay Hasan; Secundus Petrus De Villiers; Iradut 
Ullah, Allahabad University ; Louis Arthur Raoul Bax; George Hallam 
Croney; Asad Ali Khan; Eugéne Renand; Kotaro Mochizuki, Tokio 
University, Japan ; Kerogizaka Satish Ranjan Das; Charles James Banner- 
man; Thomas Hutton Mills. : 

Gray’s-1nn. — Donald William Garden Cowie, B.A., Balliol Ooll., 
Oxford ; William Crowther Davies, M.A., B C.L., Exeter Coll., Oxford ; 
Sheikh Meeran Buksh; Arthur James Phelan; Walter Russell, Trinity 
Coll., Oxford; and Fida Mohamed Khan, Oxford. 





Particulars are announced by Messrs. N. M. Rothschild & Sons of the 
plan for the conversion and redemption of the Imperial Turkish 5 per 
cent. loan of 1854 and the 4} per cent. loan of 1871. These two loans, 
the respective outstanding amounts of which are now £1,567,750, and 
£5,378,700, are to be represented by an issue of £8,212,340 new 3} per 
cent. bonds, conversion into which may be effected at par, with a bonus 
of £6 per cent., with a further allowance of accrued interest in each case. 
The option for such conversion will remain open until the 14th inst. 
The interest is payable half-yearly, on the 15th of April and the 15th of 
October, free of all Turkish taxes, in London, Paris, and Constantinople ; 
and an accumulatiye sinking fund will reimburse the bonds at par in 
sixty-one years, 
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LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


We regret to announce the death of Mr. Tuomas Rawuinson, barrister, 
which took place very suddenly on the 25th ult. He had left chambers on 
that day apparently in good health, but on his way home he was taken ill 
and died shortly after his arrival. "He was called to the bar in 1848, and 
had an extensive practice for many years at the equity bar. His : ony 
——s - 4 universally popular, and great regret has been occasioned 
by his deat 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Tuomas Caturick Jackson, LL.D. Lond., solicitor, Hull, has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Jackson was admitted in 
March, 1888, after passing the Final Examination with honours. He isa 
notary public. 


Mr. Gzorcz Farzewett Jones, M.A. Oxon, solicitor, 58, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Jones was admit- 
ted in December, 1881. 


Mr. Jostax Loncuanp, solicitor, Warrington, has been _ a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Longland was admitted in November, 
1887. 

Mr. Joun Licur, solicitor, Bristol, has been appointed a Commissioner 
for Oaths. Mr. Light was admitted’ in August, 1886. 

Mr. Frances Xavizr Lyncu, solicitor, Liverpool, has been “By a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Lynch was admitted in January, 1888. 

Mr. Ggrorce Maynarp Marti, solicitor, Wolverhampton, has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Martin was admitted in 
January, 1888. 

Mr. Joun Morrorr Marrtort, solicitor, Burnley, has been aa a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Marriott was admitted in December, 1887. 

Mr. Samvgz Roserr Macartney, solicitor, Gravesend, has been 
—- a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Macartney was admitted in 

ruary, 1888. 


Mr. Ocravivs Marstanp, solicitor, 15, Seething-lane, E.C., has been | Tuesday 


appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. "Mr. Marsland ‘was admitted in 
July, 1887. 


Mr. Mattuew Banxs Newet1, solicitor, Pudsey, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Newell was admitted in February, 1887. 


Mr. Hume Cuancettor Pinsent, solicitor, Birmingham, has been ap- 
pointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Pinsent was admitted in May, 
1888. He is a notary. 


Mr. Artuurn Tuomas Perxrns, solicitor, Leeds, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Perkins was admitted in January, 1888. 


Mr. Joun Pinstzy, jun., solicitor, Newton Abbot, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Pidsley was admitted in December, 1882. 


Mr. Wa. Hy. Tuzopore Tynpate Powsit, B.A. Camb., solicitor, 5, 
Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, W.C., has been appointed a Commissioner 
for Oaths. Mr. Powell was admitted in August, 1875. 


Mr. Cuartes Herpert Picxstone, “oe % Radcliffe Bridge, has been 
= se a Commissioner for Oaths. Pickstone was ae rnitted in 
ovember, 1886, after passing the Final Examination with honours. 


Mr. Wa. Joun Peruzrick, solicitor, Exeter, has been appointed a Com- 


missioner for Oaths. Mr. Petherick was admitted in November, 1878. 

Mr. Cuas. Wa. Raw ttvson, solicitor, 42, Bedford-row, W.C., has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Rawlinson was admitted in 
August, 1887. 

Mr. Wa. Russet, solicitor, Bolton, has been appointed a Commissioner 
for Oaths. Mr. Russell was admitted in July, 1887. He is commissioner 
for the Court of the County Palatine of Lancashire. 

Mr. Wm. Porr Symonps, solicitor, 16, Finsbury-circus, E.C., has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Symonds was admitted in 
May, 1883. 

Mr. Cuas. Ganreatpr Suaw, solicitor, Reading, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Shaw was admitted in November, 1887. 


Mr. Cuanuzs Stimson, solicitor, Bedford, has been appointed a Commis- 
sioner for Oaths. Mr. Stimson was admitted in September, 1883, 

Mr. Gzorcre Lawrence Weztrorp, solicitor, Lymm, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Welford was admitted in August, 1881, 
after passing the Final Examination with honours. 

Mr. AtegrNon Txornton Wovtrr, solicitor, 51, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
W.C., has been all somaya a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Woulfe was 
admitted in December, 1887. He is commissioner for Lagos in Western 

frica 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vuTions. 


Epwarp Dunn and Witu1aM Lixrorp Brown, solicitors (Dunn & Lin- 
ford Brown), Exeter. May 16. 
Joun Tzacue Trevena and Joun Epwarp Ho.tioway, solicitors (Tre- 


A. J. Ram, A. O. Salter, R. 
voting papers sent in to "the on 
10,216 votes, which is a considerable 


The following are the 
Bruce, JJ.) for holding the 
cuit :—The co: 


criminal business (if any) is 


The trial of 
unless otherwise ordered 


Wiuram Ricuarp Ranpatt, Franx Heron a ee and Beemer JAMES 
Cay, solicitors (Randall, Wilson, & Cay), Cardiff. May 18. 


[ Gazette, June 5. 


GENERAL, 


The Attorney-General has been suffering from an attack of gout; but it 
is hoped will be shortly able to resume his duties. 


The counting of votes in connection with the Bar Committee Election 


has resulted in the —— of the under-mentioned sixteen tleman :— 
Mr. Bom Q.C., Bosanquet, Q.C., Mr. os Q.C., -. 
Byrne, Q.C. ,M. Pus ‘Mr Farwell , and ’ Messrs. a Bi A.M 


? 
b. Bremner, C,G."Es,¥. Bran, O, Haigh, M,Tngle Joyce, Leigh Ola 
C. Saunders, and G. Sills. Th 


4Y 27 a sane 
a 7 ealing 
crease over last year’ s voting. 


made by the jud ao se 
by the judges ( 


summer assizes on the N: 
mmissions will be opened at Appleby on Thursday, June 3; 
at Carlisle, Saturday, June 30 ; at Lancaster, Thursday, July 

chester, Monday, July 9; ~_ ‘at Liverpool, 

business will commence at A iby on 


. at Man- 
Wi iy, July 25, Civil 
une 29, as soon as the 


J 
of ; ee Ccisicle Tuesday, , July 3, July 3, at 


10.30; at Lancaster, Friday, July 6, as soon as the criminal b 
disposed of; at Manchester, Tuesday, 
Liverpool, Thursday, July 26, at 11 o'clock, 

special jury causes will commence at Manchester, Thursday, 
July 12, and at Liverpool, Saturday, July 28, at the sitting of the court, 


July 10, at 11 - Bag and at 
unlees otherwise ‘ordered. 

















COURT OF APPEAL. 
Appgat Court, I. 
Final and interlocutory a 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division (Ad- 
Division 


miralty), and the Queen’s Bench Di 
Sitting in Bankruptcy. 


App motns ex pte 
Mon., July 2! mots—a) - 
sd jn interlocutory mots and 
new trial paper if required 
3 
| New trial paper 
g } Bkey apps and new tria 


Saturday ... re trial 


from the 


Tuesday .. 
Wed. 
Thursday .. 


motns ex pte—o 
(cee: 
Monday .. mois on interlocw' mot 
J and Q B final appeals if 
\ required 
Tuesday 0) 
Wednesday it Q B final apps 
Thursday ...12 j 4 . 
Friday .......13 s| apps and Q B final 


Saturday ...14 ‘GB foal apps 
Se ge 


Monday..... 16 ) made oe 4 caaisen ~ MN RN. 

& new trial pa if required 
Tuesday 
Wednesday 18 is| New trial paper 
Thursday ...19 


Friday ...... 9 } Bkey apps and new trial 
Saturday ...21... 





vena & Holloway), Redruth. May 21. [ Gazette, June 1. 








'f§ 
App motns ex pte— 
mole — appe from 

Monday ......23 ( made on interlocutory 
and Q B final apps if re- 
quired 

Tuesday .. 24 

oon eee | Q B final apps 

Frida . qx | Ring saps 008 OB eee 

eee taps 
Saturday final apps 











COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Rora or Reaistrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 


Date Appgat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
' No. 2. Curry. Norra. 
Mr. Farmer Mr. Ward Mr. Beal 
Rolt Pembertcn Pugh 
F Ward Beal 
Rolt Pemberton Pugh 
Ward 
Rolt Pemberton Pagh 
\ Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Kexewicn. Romer. 
Mr. Jackson Mr. Carrington 
yw I ~. 
Clowes Lavie 
Jackson 
Clowes Lavie 


TRINITY SITTINGS, 1894. 


op mee — saps a ee 4 


Monday...... we made on interlooutory mots 
& new trial pa if required 


Wed aug "1| New trial 

r 1} New 

) Re am eas tial 
Friday ...... | _ now 
Saturday . ew trial paper 


“(app a ex : me 


and 9 iencutory mete 
req 

Tuesday 

). Pee 8 | a B foal apps 

Thursday . 

Friday ...... wie 


Saturday 11. B final final appe 
N.B.- Sedinieaity A with Assessors 
vane et ae 
Pin Arg Norwe.—In sommpgneney of the 
limited state of the Chan. A) List the 
above general will be sub- 
ject to modification by the Judges, of 
which due notice will appear in the Daily 
Cause List, 


Appgat Court, IT. 


Final and interl + yg amg = 
A Tiviakwe (Probate sed ‘Di- 
Admizalty Divi and 


can Red July 2 | Chan final apps 
3} mob motns ex to dra 
bs 1 | Sate 


Thursday .. 5 | Chan “poy apps and 


Saturday’... 7 7 | can final 
Monday ..... aye 
Teesday 7.10 





So we i oars — 
rere at ieeestenei re 
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App motns ex pte—orgl 
(mots -apps from ords made 


We. ........ 11 ( on interlocutory mots (sep 
[ist and Chan final apps if 
required 
Thursday ...12 
Friday . 


..13 

Saturday ...14 ) Chan final apps 
Monday . 16) 
Tuesday .. ..17 
( App yoesry ex pte—orgl 
mots ps from ords made 
Wednesday 18 ( on iano utory mots (sep 

| list and Chan final apps if 


\ required 

Thursday ..19 

Friday ......20 

Saturiay .--21 >) Chan final apps 

Monday ... 23 

Tuesday ..24 
App motns ex pte—orgl 
mots—apps from ords made 

Wed. 25 ( on interlocutory mots (sep 
list) and Chan final apps if 
required 

Thursday ...26 

Friday 27 


Saturday ...28 ) Chan final apps 
Monday . 30 
Tuesday .....31 / 
‘App motns ex pte—orgl 
mots ps from ords made 
Wed., Aug. 1 ( on inte ate cutory mots (sep 
list) and Chan final apps if 
required 
2 | County Palatine apps and 


Thumiay ' Chan final apps 

Friday * 

oete. : : Chan final apps 

Tuesday ...7 

App — ex pte org] 

(a ots apps f rom ords made 

Wed. .- 8( on interlocutory mots (sep 
f list) and Chan final apps if 

required 

Thursday ... 9 ) 

Friday ...10 ; Chan final apps 

Saturday _ 11) 


a 38 —Lunarcy Petitions (if any) are taken 
Appeal Court II. on every Monday 
on Eleven until further notice. 

Sreciat Notice.—In copsequence of the 
limited state of the Chan. Appeal List the 
above general arrangement will be sub- 
ject to modification by the Judges, of 
which due notice will appear in the Daily 
Cause List. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Cuaxcery Cover, I. 

Mr. Justice CHITTY. 

Mon, July . Sitting in chambers 
Welnedax’ 4 45 ' Non wit list 
5} Mots (for North, J) and 


Fheasiay ” 1 Non wit list 

Friday ...... 6...Mots and non wit list 
Pets, sht caus, opposed 

Saturday ;) pets, procedure sums, and 


a) non wit list, including 5 
opposed pets for Nort 
Monday L. — in chambers 


Tuesday 

Welentey in Non wit list 
Thursday 12) 

Friday 13 . Mots and non wit list 


Peta, sht caus, procedure 


Saturday . sums, opposed pets, and 
wit list 

Monday ._16 Sitting in chambers 

Tuesday ...17 ) 

Wed. 18 ; Non wit list 

Thursday 19 


Friday 20.. Mots and non wit list 
Pets, sht caus, procedure 








book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard. Two copies of minutes of the 
proposed judgment or order must be left 
in court with the judge’s clerk one clear 
day before the cause is to be put in the 
wee) -The following Papers on Further 
Consideration are re‘ juired for the use of 
the Judge, viz. :—T wo Copies of pee 
of the propos 4 Judgment or Order, 1 
Copy Pleadings, and 1 Copy Chief Clerk’s 
Certificate, which must be left in Court 
with the Judge’s Clerk one clear day 
before the Further Consideration is ready 
to come into the paper. 
Cuancery Court, II. 
Mr. Justice NORTH. 
Mon., July : Sitting in chambers 


Tuesd: ay 
Wednesday : :) 


Thursday Actions with wits 
Friday .. 6 

Saturday 7 

Monday 9.. Sitting in chambers 
Tues. -10 ) 

Wed. 11 ; General paper 
Thurs. .... 12) 

Friday 13...Mots and adj sums 


Saturday ...14...Sht caus, pets, & a: ~ sums 
Monday 16... Sitting in chamber 

Tuesday 17) 

Wednesday 18 > General paper 

Thursday ...19 j 

Friday 20.. Mots and adj sums 
Saturday ...21.. Sht caus, pets, & adj sums 





Monday 23... Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday .. ) 

Wednesday 25 | General paper 

Thursday ) 

Friday 27... Mots and adj sums 
Saturday ...28...Sht caus, pets, & adj sums 
Monday .....30.. Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ...31 


Wed., Aug. 1 ' General paper 
Thursday... 2 j 


Friday .. 3.. Mots and adj sums 
Saturday 4. Sht caus, pets, & adj sums 
Monday...... 6...Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ... 7...General paper 


Wednesday 8...Mots and general paper 

Thursday ... 9) 

Friday 10 ; General paper 

Saturday .. 11) 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard. Two copies of minutes of the 
proposed judgment or order must be left 
m court with the judge's clerk the day 
before the cause is to be put in the paper. 


Lozp Cuaxcetior’s Court. 
Mr. Justice STIRLING. 
Mon., July 2...Sitting m chambers 





Tuesday 3) 

Wednesday 4, General paper 

Thursday ... 5 ! 

Friday 6 — adj sums, and gen pa 
7 . 'Sht caus, pets, adj sums, 
Saturday ... 7 | and gen Ry , 
Monday 9.. Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday .. ..10 

Wed. 11 } 

Thursday ...12 ) Witness actions 

Friday { 

Saturday 14 

Monday 16.. Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday 17 

Wed. 18] 

Thursday .19 , Witness actions 

Friday 20 | 

Saturday . 21 

Monday ....23... Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday; — 

Wednesday 25 ' General paper 

Thursday ...26 ) 

Friday 27 —_ aj sums, and gen pa 
nnn oa {| Sht caus, pets, adj sums, & | 
Saturday ...28; poe 

Monday 30 . Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday .. 


31 | Remaining pets, adj sums, | 
Wed., Aug. 1 | and gen pa | 


Thursday ... 2 .Adj sums and gen pa 
Friday 3) . 
Saturday 4; Mots, adj sums, and gen pa 


Monday...... 6...Sitting in chambers | 
Tuesday ..... 7.. General paper 

Wednesday 8 . Mots and gen pa 

Thurs. 9... Remaining mot« & gen pa | 


—-. - “4 { Sitting in chambers 


| Any cause intended to be heard as a short | 


Saturday 21 {sums a. pets, and 
non wit 
Monday 23.. Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday .. 24) ae 
Wed. =) Non wit list 
ri 
Friday .-27.. Mots and non wit list 
af Pets, sht caus, opposed pets, 
Saturday . 0) penton sums, and non 
Monday. -.- 30... ) ae 
3A 
Wei, Aug. 1 on wit list 
y..2 
Friday ...... 3.. Mots and non wit list 
{ Peta, sht caus, procedure | 
Saturday a ed pets, and 
nen wit 
Monday ...... 6.. Sitting in chambers 
le : Mots and non wit list 
Remaining mots, remain- | 
Touretey st pees a4j sume (proce- | 
ra Ti { dure), & non wit list 
¥.b Af the state of the non witnem list 
witness wil p 
Sia aoe 
above and due notice given. | 
Whea Witness list is being taken, | 
further considerations will nvt be taken | 


on the T 
i... re 
cause must be w wérke’ im the comme 


e 


cause must be so marked in the cause | 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard, and the necessary papers, includ- | 
ing minutes of the proposed judgment or | 
order, must be left with the judge's clerk 
ome Clear day before the cause is to be | 
put in the paper. 

Sreciat Notice.—Owing to the state of 
the Non-Witness List Witness Actions | 
will probably be taken on and after June | 
12, and may possibly be taken at an 
earlier date, of which notice wiil be given. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 


Evans.—June 1, at 3, Portman-minsions, W., the a of Frincis Nicholas Evans, bar- 
rister-at-law, of Newto wn-park, Doneraile ‘of a so 

Mackeyziz.—June 4, at Heathfield Villa iovesaes, the wife of H. Rose Mackenzie, 
solicitor, of a daught or. 

Parxer.—June 3, at 55, Killieser-ay enue, Telford-park, 8.W., the wife of Christopher J. 
Parker, solicitor, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGE. 

Copyatt—Jones.—June 2, at St. Stephen’s, Barbourne, Worcester, Henry Hampton 

Copnall, solicitor, Marlborough, Wiits, to Ada Florence Jones. 


DEATH. 
Derry.—June 2, at 5, Rochester-terrace, Plymouth, George Whitfield Derry, solicitor, 


aged 72. 








Wakyine TO tyTenoina Hovse Purcnasens & Lessers.—Before purchasing or renting 
a house have the ee arrangements thoroughly examined by an expert from The 
Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 65, next the Meteorological Office, Victoria-st., 
Westminster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Cffices, &c. -[Anvr.] 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fatpay, June 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loaurep tm Cuancery. 

CapoGay Asp Hans Piace Estate, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before July 
23, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
James Henry Hiley, 32, Great George st, Westminster. Graham, 27, Chancery lane, 
solor for liquidator 

THoxpvuras Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 20, to send their names 
and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Castelli, 5, Throg- 
morton avenue 

Jensey Tinrcate Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before July 21, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Evans, 
Briton Ferry, Glamorgan. Jenkins, Aberavon, solor for liquidator 

Marten Maxvractu — Co, Liurren—Creditors are required, on or —— June 19, to 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles. 
Clarke, 12, Westgate st, Cardiff 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Auouiy Barrons Faienpiy Society, Old Ebenezer Assembly Rooms, Bangor, Carnarvon. 

ay 23 

Crarence Frienpiy Socigty, 35, London rd, Liverpool. May 26 

Greswegs Rerorm Crus Layp anv Buitpine Society, Limrep, 2, Hartshead st, Glod- 
wick, Oldham, Lancaster. May 26 

Keyuam Bortat Crus, United Methodist Free Church Schoolroom, Albert rd, Devonport, 
Devon. May 26 

= Witiiam IV. Juvesite Beserit Society, King William Inn, Bath rd, Cheltenham. 

y 26 

Kixeo Wituiam™ Benerit Socuary, King William IV. Inn, Cheltenham. May 26 

Piymovutn Covttiery Worxine Men’s Sick anp AccipenTAL Funp Faienpty Society, 
Glove and Shears, Merthyr Tydvil, Glam. May 26 

Traveswen’s Bexericiat Society, Royal Oak Inn, Adderbury, Oxford. May 26 


London Gazette.—Turspay, June 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1n CHANCERY. 

Bar» Ecms (Raxevacu) Crus, Lisrrep—Credit ired, on or ong June I8, to 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of th their ae. or claims, to bastian 
Henry Petre, Fitzalan House, Arundel st, Strand 

Darvastow Stream Saw Mitts Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 
30, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Cc harles Edward Martineau, 33, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Dotcu Boryeo Conroratios (Kirtsovu Concession), cee Si are required, 
on or before July 15, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Hunters & Haynes, 9, New sq, Lincoln's inn 

Gesenat Contractors Syxpicats, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 14, 
to send their names and addresses, and -—~ oe of theis debts or claims, to Arthur 
Goddard, St George’s House, Eastcheap. Beall & Co, Throgmorton House, Copthall 
avenue, solors for liquidator 

Lasp Securities Co, Liuitrep—By an order made by Vaughan Williams. J, dated May 3, 
it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the company be continued, Ashurst & 
Co, Throgmorton avenue, solors for petner 

Mexicaxs Misyenat Rattway Co, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, presented June 1, 
directed to be heard on June 14. Spencer Whitehead, Fleet st, agent for Milward & 
Co, Birmingham, solors for petner. Notice of aqgensing must reach the abovenamed 

not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of June 1 





| Myxyppyvearrec anp Kipwetty Rairtway anv Line Co, Liurrep—Creditors are re- . 


ticulars of their 


quired, on or before July 3. to send their names and addresses, and 
later & Sons, Man- 


ebts or claims, to George Williamson, 37, Brown st, Manchester. 

chester, solors for liquidator 

Bau Deanvs & > Ee Laurrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 24, to send their 
names and particulars of their debts or claims, to James Arbuckle 
Findlay, 11, St. Helen! # place 

Vaxcovver Istaxp Deveropment Sywpicats, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or 
before July 16, to names and resses, and particulars of ir debts or 
claims, to Grosvenor George Walker, 19, St. Swithin’s lane 

| W. muam Jacksox & Sons, Lanirep—Creditors are required, on or before July 18, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to George Jackson, 
Lower gates, Rochdale 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
| Amatcauaten Ixperexpext Ouver ov Toray Anstixent Sons ov THe Paomix Farenpiy 
fociery, 85, Commercial rd, E. June 2 
Awmicasie Bociery, Great Billing, Northampton. June 2 
| Goon Iwrent Fusexpiy Bocizry, New Inn, Holt, Wilts. June 2 


Neravesyp Murvat Loan axv Inveormenr Society, Horse and Jockey Inn, Netherend, 
Worcester. June 2 
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CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cuatm, 

London Gazetie.—Turspay, May 29. 


Joxes, Watrer Prercr, Rhyl, Flint, Accountant June 25 Owens v Jones, North, J 
Pickstone, Radcliffe Bridge, nr Manchester 

Litue, Cuaries James, High Holborn, Artist June 30 Drew v Lillie, North J Hickr, 
Jewry chbrs, Old Jewry 

Powis, Benjamin, Finborough rd, Redcliffe sq, Commercial Traveller June22 Powis v 
Powis, Stirling, J Wilkinson, Martin’s lane, Cannon st 

SumMERFIELD, James, York pl, New Southgate, Tailor June 19 Andrews v Summerfield, 
Kekewich, J Wedlake, Station rd, Finsbury park 

Wa sn, Honora, Storks rd, Bermondsey, Bottle Merchant June28 Walsh v Moriarty, 

hitty, J Saunders & Co, Coleman st 


London Gasette.—Frivay, June 1. 


Broom, Harriet Currter, Upper Kennington lane July 2 Broom v Broom, Chitty, J 
Bannister & Reynolds, Basinghall st 

Cortock, Grorar, Headington Quarry, Oxford, Brick Manufacturer June 30 Coppock 
v Coppock, Stirling, J. Bruty, New Broad st 


London Gazette—Tursvay, Juze 5. 


Bowp. Jonx, Cambridge, Stonemason July 2 Branch v Bowd, Chitty, J Buwirows’ 
Cambridge 

Brvxt, Isaac, Gorton, Lancaster, Innkeeper July5 Brunt v Chesters-Thompson, Regis- 
trar, Manchester. Ayre, Manchest 

Srove, Anruur Fuytorr, Portsea, Gent June 29 Yorkshire and Lancashire Water Gas 
Co v Stone, Stirling, J White, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 








UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, May 25. 

Au.an, Jony, Harringay, Newspaper Proprietor June 24 Faithfull & Owen, Victoria st 
Axsprew, Joserpn Arnnotp Apo.rpuus, Sheffield July 14 Maxfield, Sheffield 
Ayce.i, Atrrep, Bristol May 31 Chilton & Green-Armytage, Bristol 
ArnoLtp, WiiuramM Henry, Lieutenant RN June 25 Spottiswoode, Craven st 
Asutry, Any, Hoole, Chester June 23 Bate, Tarporley 
Asutey, Many, Hoole June 23 Bate, Tarporley 
BarweE._, Watter Stantey, Liverpool, Gent June 30 Bateson & Co, Liverpool 
Bravunont, Jonny, Barnsley, Joiner’ June6 Horsfield, Barnsley 
Benn, Betsy, Leicester June 23 Williams, Leicester 
Boppy, Witt1AmM Perkins, Brixton July 31 Storey & Cowland, Theobald’s rd 
Brirron, Jouy, Barnsley, Warehouseman June 30 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 
Brooks, James, Brighton, Licensed Victualler June 15 Trevor Pollard & Co, Brighton 
Buiias, Witi1am Asnatt, Sheffield, Hairdresser July 2 Ryalls & Son, Sheffield 
Bury, Jouy, Bewdley, Esq July2 Baker & Co, Newton Abbot 
Bury, Leonora Frances, Bewdley, Widow July2 Baker & Co, Newton Abbot 
Burnett, Jounx Castie, Bath, Rector June 23 Bridges & Co, Red Lion sq 
Caren, Any, Minworth, Warwick June 23 Colmore & Monckton, Birmingham 
Crark, Wituiam, Southampton Aug4 Burland & Macturk, South Cave 
Ciarke, Witi1aM Cuapres, Ealing, Esq June 24 Keighley & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Ciirvorp, Baron pr, Victoria st June 30 Ingram & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Coomns, James, Clapham, Gent June 25 Gedge & Co, Westminster 
Coanisn, Pamirprpa Mary, Bath, Spinster July 10 Rooke & Coker, Bath 
Dearpex, Tuomas, Hebden Bridge, Tailor July 6 Shaw, Hebden Bridge 
Eanvr, Witi1am, Knightsbridge, Watchmaker June 15 Bullock & Penny, Berkhampsted 
Earnsuaw, Jaye, Hebden Bridge, Widow July6 Shaw, Hebden Bridge 
Eyre, Mary Frances, Ditchling, Sussex June 30 Witham & Co, Gray’s ian sq 
Fisner, Geonar Hutcntysoy, Penkridge July2 Slater & Co, Darlaston 
Gorr, Janz, Slingsby June 30 Hudson, Middlesborough 
Grey, Wituiam, Deal July1 Saxton & Morgan, Somerset st 
Happan, Isapecia, Mayfield June 30 Western & Sons, Essex st 
Hannries, Owen Wii11aM, Dawley, Salop, Solicitor June25 Harries & Co, Dawley 
Hewer, Axy, Cheltenham June 23 Mullings & Co, Cirencester 
Hewer, Many, Cheltenham June 23 Mullings & Co, Cirencester 
Hitts, Josern Samurt, Bushey Heath, Miller July 10 Boydell, Grey's inn 
Honrer, Jauxs Granam Cuarx, Newcastle upon Tyne, Engine Fitter July 1 Bird, New- 


castle upon Tyne 
Jacors, Jot, Swansea June4 Teeder, Swansea 


Lewis, Witt1aM, Malvern, Victoria June 25 GS & H Brandon, Essex st 

Lirrie, Axx, Scarborough June 22 Byron & Bolland, Harrogate 

Luirwetiyy, Witwiam, Clifton July1 Salisbury & Griffiths, Bristol 

Lonp, Joux, North Rauceby, Farmer June 23 Jessop & Co, Sleaford 

Macponacp, Jonx Macnowrarp, Brighton, Captain June24 Chapman, New inn 
Macquine, Jonn, Northampton July1 Dennis & Faulkner, Northampton 

Martin, Resecoa, Maidstone July7 Farrer & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 

Marrnews, Marruew, Blackwood, Mon, Butcher June30 Baiihache &Co, Blackwood, 
Muavows, Evizapern, Broadway, Worcester July5 Clayton & Co, Lancaster pl 
Merepirn, Sormta Evizapern, Southampton June 21 Page & Grierson, Southampton 
Nos.x, Joun, Watton, Esq June30 Sworler & Longmore, Hertford 

Nurraty, Groner, Ecclesfield, Stone Merchant June 96 Smith & Co, Sheftield 
O’Nuitt, Daxten, Bootle, Master Mariner July 21 Harrison, Liverpool 





Ospovurs, Fanwy, Stevenage June $2 Gamlen & Burdett, Gray’s inn eq 
Patrick, Erzanon, Hebburn June 23 Bell & Sons, Sunderland 
Pempertox, WaLter Hamritox, Denton, Esq June 30 Hazard & Pratt, Harleston 


Penpiesury, Martua, West Provision Dealer June 4 Heald & Son, Wigan 
Pritcuarv, Rosert, Holyhead, June 16 Lloyd Griffith, Holyhead 


Purnet, Anna Amessury, Strawberry hill, Widow June 22 Sherwood, Bedford row 
Sevpoy, Samver, Buckland Brewer, Devon June 30 Matthews, Torrington 

Srexce, James, Birkenhead June 30 Alsop & Co, Liverpool 

Stawxyrer, Azzanian, Cranage June 24 Stringer, Sandbach 

Wake, Bennann, Sheffield, Eeq July 14 Maxfield, Sheffield 

Wi xtssox, Anxe Brows, Sheffield, Spinster July 26 Clark, Chesterfield 

Wisow, Ravpu, Burdon, Durham, Farmer June 23 Bell & Sons, Sunderland 
Wix«worrna, Hexry Wituam, Kentish Town, Gent June22 Taylor & Taylor, New 


Broad st 
London. Gazette.—Turspay, May 29. 


Asvup, Frayces, Ealing June 24 Hughes & Bartlett, Lincoln's inn fields 

Batpixe, James, Wrentham June 30 Wheatly & Co, Strand 

Bare, Tuomas, Upton Park, Chester, Gent Jane 23 Bate, Tarporley 

Bons, Canotixe Crancn, Portsea July 1 Edgeombe & Co, Portsea 

Bripe, Evizapern, Leeds June 30 Scott, Leeds 

Brooxwe t, James, Haigh, Farmer July 4 Johnson, Wigan 

Browy-Bortuwick, Rev Rosert, Clapham Rise Jane30 Day & Son, Great George st 
Cattery, Joun Diosy, 8 Kensington, Captain July 12 Scott, Coleman st 

Cuysowetn, Joux, Holland park, Esq June 30 Jordan & Son, Victoria st 

Crarke, WiLt1am Baryarp, Nostell, York, M.D. June 30 Jennings & Haward, Felix- 
tease Exiza, Bognor July1 Staffurth & Staffurth, Bognor 

Crowruer, Saver, Leeds, Storekeeper August1 Hewson, Leeds 

Dauorry, Frrpericx Gonnermay, Lockerley Hall, Esq June 23 Lawrence & Co, New 
es Liscard, Gentleman June 26 Cross, Liverpool 

De.ue, Seyuour Ropert, Fareham, Esq July 1 Beachcroft & Co, Theobald’s rd 
Dennis, Georce Biatcurorp, Winkleigh, Devon, Yeoman July 31 Burd & Co, Oke- 


hampton 
Evecomse, Tuomas Exrru, Southsea,Gent July 1 Edgecombe & Co, Portsea 


Farrar, Cnartes, Halifax, Stone Merchant July9 Farrar, Halifax 
Ferran, Witttam Tuomas, Beckford, Captain July 10 Shute & Swinson, Birmingham 
Faexcu, Wiitiam Atorryoy, Cromwell rd, Esq July 9 Radcliffe & Co, Charing Cross 
Ginsor, Cranes, Newcastle on Tyne, Doctor July7 Armstrong & Sons, Neweastle on 
Gueoe; Wr Luram, Warrington, Builder July 12 Ridgway & Worsley, Warrington 
Girrorp, Joux, Henbury, Farmer July 21 Crossman & Co, Thornbury 
Hamoty, Susan, West Looe, Cornwall, Widow July 6 Bond & Co, Plymouth 
Hitt, Stuicut, Spalding, Farmer June26 Calthrop & Bonner, Spalding 
Horxixs, Freeperrcx Wiii1am, Henbury, Farmer July 21 Crossman & Co, Thornbury 
Hvanes, Ricwanp, Onslow sq, Gent July7 Morten & Co, Newgate st 
Kitcoyye, Anse Manta, Sheffield, Widow July 10 Oxley & Coward, Rotherham 
Lactorre, Fraxcors Fruix, Buckingham st, Carman Nov 30 Newton & Co, Gt Mari- 
Larkrx, oar Wisttin, Bilston July 5 Tildesley, Bilston _ 
Les, Goorcs, Birmingham, Tool Maker July 1 Smith & Co, Birmingham 
Lowe, Hensent, Ripley, Contractor June 12 Thurman & Co, Iikeston 
Perxins, Wi1114m Bracey, Eltham Green, Gent July 20 Bartlett & Co, Cannon st 
Poot, Aveusta Ayye, Brighton, Widow June 30 Hayllar, Brighton 
Powe, Jawes Witrox Hucwe, HonorOak June 30 Robinson & Wilkins, King’s Arms 
Snes Wittam, Torquay, Gent June 26 Snow & Co, Gt St Thomas Apostle 
Rispex, Arruve Feirx, Exeter, Gent July 10 J & 8 P Pope, Exeter 
Rotiestox, Ann Gaeex Gerravps, Hyde park ter, Spiaster Aug 1 Bloxham & Co, 
a ie Kempshott Park, Bart July 1 Kendall & Co, Carey st 
Stapprs, Ortanp©, Brighouse, Tailor Aug 13 Barber & Oliver, Brighouse 
Sournery, Tuowas, Southport, Gent July 1 Cooper & Sons, Manchester 
Sowpenx, Jonx, Halifax, Farmer June 16 Jubb & Co, Halifax 
Sraixs, Ronret, Upper Hardres, Gent July 6 Stillwell & Harby, Dover 
Srepaut, Epwarp, Leytonstone July4 Chapple & Co, Carter lane 
Taytor, Joux, Gosforth, Yeoman Jely1 Brockbank & Co, Whitehaven 
Torna, Many Axx, Whalley June 30 Gaulter, Fleetwood 
Torver, Bexsamts Barcxwett, Haymarket July1 Miller & Co, Saville row 
Venxox, Rev Hexny Groner, Liverpool July1 FI & J C Warner, Winchester 
Warxrxs, Jom, Faringdon, Grocer July? Crowdy & Son, Faringdon 
Warxres, Many Ayx, Faringdon July7 Crowdy & Son, Faringdon 
Weexs, Axxa, Thornbury July 6 Crossman & Co, Thornbury 
Wuixcur, Evtzanrra, Knaresborough June 30 Powell & Co, Knaresborough 
Wiexuam, Saran, Thornbury July 21 Crossman & Oo, Thornbury 
Wierer, Wruuram, Oxford st July 1 Saxton & Morgan, Portman sq 
Woop, Cuaxres, Southport, Shoe Dealer April 9 Pride, Liverpool 
Woop, Davin, Newport, Master Mariner July 3 George & Co, Cardigan 
London Gasette.—Faray, June 1. 
Bavrstea, Joux, Bast Ham, Gent June 30 Ashbridge, Whitechapel ri 
Brann, Joux Masow, Chailey, Sussex, Draper June 23 Lewis & Holman, Lewes 


| Bivo.x, Hexey, Birmingham, Butcher June 30 Lane & Clutterbuck, Birmingham 
' Rumney, Axwe, Kirkham July 14 Dickson, Kirklam 
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Baizecey, Hexry, Lower Broughton, Manchester,Gent Aug 1 


Caupwet., Jemma, Wantage June 30 Ormond, Wantage 


Cuanries, Tuomas Craxetous, Victoria st, Doctor June 30 Church, Fenchurch st 
Coates, Witt1am, Gt Yarmouth, Currier June 23 Harmer & Ruddock, Gt Yarmouth 
Couex, Gustav, Manchester, Merchant July 4 Gresham & Co, Old Jewry chmbrs 
Epwaaps, Gzorae, Carlton Colville, J P June 24 Norton & Co, Lowestoft 

Exzuzs, Eowarp Witiats, Uxbridge July 2 Gardiner & Son, Uxbridge 

Ex.acorr, Jons Hosxixc, Teignmouth, Gent July 28 Wareing & Co, Liverpool 
Forrsrer, Lady Mania. Richmond June 30 Dixon & Co, Savoy Mansions 

Greswewt, Mary Axxe, Beckenham, Widow July 30 Poole & Son, Bridgwater 
Geen, Roeeese Cuartotre, Leighton Buzzard, Spinster July 5 Brockbank & Co, 


Guspatta, Joszrn, Essex st July 25 Guedalla & Cross, Essex st 
Gvxroxs, Carotrxz, Huntingdon June 30 Hunnybun & Sons, Huntingdon 


Hazgtiey, Aryoitp, Hyde June12 Smith, Hyde 
Hazers, Strvia, Broad st, W July1 Falkner, Blackheath 


Haswor, Cuagtes Tuomas, Cambridge, Butcher June 30 Foster, Cambridge 
Hayuex, Carourxz, Rochester July2 Haymen, Lancaster place 

Ines, Wit114™, Brixton, Slate Merchant July1 Thatcher, Essex st 

Jessor, Wit11aM, Lepton, York, Poultry Dealer June 20 Jones, Huddersfield 


Kewx, Marmpa, Amesbury June 24 Dixon, Pewsey 


Keun, Witt1ax Cove, Amersbury, Wilts June 24 Dixon, Pewsey 
Lappg.t, Marcanet, Beadnell July 1 Bird, Newcastle upon Tyne 
July 14 Dyer, Bath 


Locxnaet, Hcupneey Campsert, Weston, Somerset, Gent 
Lom, Joux, Halifax June 23 Hoyle, Sowerby Bridge 


Macxeszir, Major Faevrxicx Gorvox, Berkeley sq July 1 Bompas & Co, Great Win- 
chester st 


Makztis, Exxa, Ealing Julyi1 Smelt, Lancaster pl 


Mavynew, Euty, Walmer July 6 Kingsford & Co, Canterbury 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Fuivar, June 1. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Asporr, Joux Janes, Tottenham, Insurance Broker High 
Court Pet May1 Ord May 2 


Breutse, J - Lvs Orro, Balham, Tailor High Court Pet 
April ll Ord Ma 


Barwer, Water 2. Gt Yarmouth, Tailor Gt 
Yarmouth Pet May 29 Ord May 29 
Gomes, Wriiisam Howarp, Gt tate, Smack- 
by Pet May 29 Ord May 
Cuayreas, Janes Troxas, cree Builder Brighton 


Ma 
Cou are 4 z, nen em poock, Mark lane, Rice Millers 
Court Pet April 27 Ord May 2 
Dass, Hecrozn, Gt oe, Smackowner Gt Grimsby 
Pet May 2% Ord May 
Darxrs, Ricaanp Bincn, bin ee Victualler 
Pet May 2 Ord Ma 
Dovetastrorr-Mort 0°, Rorert rr, Piceadilly 
High Court et March 3) Ord May 
tot eccenel Richaxp, paw ee, Van > Builder High 
Pet May 3) =Ord May & 
Ease Wi Wrruax Cuseces, Kilborn, Builder High Court 
Pet May 2 Ord May 2 
Eaniz, Tuouas, Battersea pk “1% Undertaker Wands- 
worth Pet May ® Ord May 
Fosxert, Cusztes, Hast Finchley, "Butcher Barnet pe 


a Joux — rs, peat, Fruiterer liver- 


Timber Leader Gt G 
a, 1 77 
eres, Jous EET, ckemitl 

Pet May 2% Ord May & —— 
Gurrirus, Ricnazyp Maxsert, Chester, Grocer Chester 


Haceert, Azruve, Birmingham, Hosier Birmingham 


Haszasusos, Wittssx, Drvitwich, Beerhouse K 
Worcester Pet May 2 Ord May 25 ee re 
Hazerr, Joux, wely, Hunte, Farmer P. t 
z Pet ~ Ord May ; ‘Aerborough 
anscer, Tuomas Rovret, Leeds, Innkeeper Leeds P. 
Msy% Ord May + ape ols 
Hows, Wussax Jouxs, Gt Gants, Smackowner Gt 


Grimaby Ord May 2% 
Bcooert. oy ‘Bexhill on Sea, Plumber Hastings 
3 Pet May 19 Ord r' May 29 ‘ 
Omnstore, daurs Axxavvate, Upper Norwood 
Court ‘Pet Pebis Ord May 25 -_ 
ly Gent Wands- 


2 Ord May 28 
Wruiisn Sons, Kiegton upon Fay Timber Mer- 
upon Ord Ma: 
Lawrence, 5 yw ~P ~ Routh e *. Wikow 
,-) 
Loxe. pace Fueveesce, ld ry at, Stock Broker 
Mate Taras Soca, Wale er 
|, Teouss Jovern, Cc c 
Pa * Ond May » vorcolatwess 
Merres, "Vale, Widow High Court Pet 


May 5 ea ite oo 

Mivosszn, Exoust ‘Sue, Regent’s Park, Hote 
High Court Pet May 11 Ord May 30 

— We ee 8 = Public house Mana- 


Comt Pt May Ord May & 


Rylance & Son, Man- | eer Hvan, Jarrow, Brick Manufacturer July 20 Stobo & Livingston, Newcastle 


on Tyne 
Siromnpees, Joun Moncaster, Stratford, Gent Aug 3 F W & H Hilbery, Great st 


| Ricwarp Pearson, 


Sener, Sone, Clerkenwell,Gent July 6 Roberts & Evans, Aberystwyth 

| Overy, Cuaries, Tanbridgs Wells, Kent, Gent July7 Apps, Strand 

| | Orv, imme pry Wituiam Craves, Colchester, Major-General June25 Warrens, G 
| Pearman, Crana Axx, CamdenTown July 21 Leggatt & Co, Gray’sinn 

| Prescorr, Mania, Brighton July 14 Clowes & Co, King’s Bench walk 

| | Reap, Wituram, Mincing lane July 10 Janson & Co, Finsbury circus 

| ReinsHaGen, Epuunp, Liverpool, Clerk June 30 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 
| Sura, Euma, Helpringham, Widow June 30 Jessop & Co, Sleaford 

| Syare, Rosert James, Lincoln’s inn, Barrister at Law July 16 Bayley & Co, Tooley st 
Srencer, Francis, Bath, Gent June 24 Dixon, Pewsey 


Brixton June 30 Lovell, Finsbury sq 


| oe ~ a Pixcusack, South Kensington July 4 Gresham & Co, Old Jewry 


Were, Jouy, Sunderland 


Tuompson, Epwarp, Leeds June 30 Nelson &Co, Leeds 
Titty, Tuomas, Avebury, Wilts, Baker June 24 Dixon, Pewsey, Wilts 


| nom, Cuarces Biaxesroven, Ashton under Lyne, Cotton Twister July 4 Whit~- 
| worth, Ashton under Lyne 
| Viay, Wittiam Joux Dattoy, Beckenham July 22 Layard, Chancery lane 


bias + Jouy, 8t James’s st, Colonel July2 Bridgman & Willcocks, Col- 
| ege 

| Waatiiscer, Ameria Axxe, Ootacamund, India June 30 Hays & Co, Abchurch lane 

| Wesster, Wittiam, Norwich, Gent June9 Culley, Norwich 


June 21 Storey, Sunderland 


Wivog, Rosert Feipay, Birmingham July9 Snow & Atkins, Birmingham 


Wixxcey, Exizasern Damanis, Harrow on the Hill July9 Crump & Son, Philpot lane 


Wo rr, Ferpixvanp, Copenhagen, Denmark July 9 Crump & Son, Philpot lane 








Parker, Jonxs Heyry Epwarp, ppantagiem, Draper 
Birmingham Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Parttisox, Tromas, Gateshead, = Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet et May 29 Ord May 

ra, aaa 5 Wansres, Addle_#t st, Silk Merchant 


23 
Prizstiey, Jony, Bradford , Grocer May me aford Pet May 
29 Ord May 2 
Roserts, Epwarp a Bethesda, Butcher Bangor Pet 
ay 29 Ord May 29 
Boren, torus, 3 Bradford, Innkeeper Bradford Pet May 
Sctcuirre, Faso, Blackburn, Bootmaker Blackburn Pet 
y 30 Ord May 30 
Towssexp, Joux icone: Shaftes kay Manufac- | 
turer Salisbury Pet May 28 Ord May 25 
Vv = Hewry Fe gm oe Hai 
et May 28 Ord 
Wane, Josian, Kinver, 5 + Stourbridge Pet May 28 
Ord May 28 
Wess, Samvgt Josxrpn, Manchester, Grocer Manchester 
Pet May 28 Ord May 28 
Wurrtrock, Joux, Fee hn Norton, Haulier Wells Pet | 
May 29 Ord May 29 


The following amended notice is substituted for that | 
published in the London Gazette of the 22nd May :— 

Coox, Saucer Poap, Plymouth, Bootmaker ceca and | 
East Stonehouse Pet May 19 Ord May 19 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Axprrsox, Jars, ity Cooper June 12 at 3 Off 


Rec, 35, V ictoria st. 
Avezitt, Jon» Morext. ‘Beabing, Cont 


3) Off Rec, 95, ‘emple chiabrn Temple avenue 
Bacos, James, 8 Ni  Teaple a 12 Off 
, St James's chmbrs, 
Beare, Witiiam Abe Norton sub Hamdon, Grocer June 


Sati Off Rec, 

Biss i, Bessauix,. Oldbury, Cab ietor June 15 at 

2.10 County Court, W Bromwich 

Seow ex, Warrer Witttam, Gt Yarmouth, Tailor June 9 
at 3.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Beremes, Chances, Heway Borcnen, and Fuaxx 
Borcnes, Ecclesfield, Yorks, Ironfounders June 8 at 
4 Off Rec, Figtree lane, 

Carrix, 8 Maxsixotox, W —_" Surgeon June8 | 


ati2 

Camenox, H A, w/ Tei ae 5 June 8 at 12.20 | 

CawTnnos, Jaurs iaurer, , Clerk June 8 at 11 
Off Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 


Cuzistey, Gaonoe Avreep, Eastwood, Pork Butcher | 
— 9 at 12 Off Ree, 95, Temple ‘chmbrs, Temple 
| 


Cons TG Quis, Migtery #j, Curate June 8s atii Bank- } 
ptcy bldgs, Carey ot 
eR — boy Hexey Janes, Wolverhampton, Baker | 
June %ati2 Off Rec, Wolverham: 
if, Tailor Junell atil Off 


Davirs, Joux Hexeyr, C 
Ree, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Dinners, Witssam, Kew | Bondet June Sat 11 Bank- 

ru bidgs, Carey st 





| Exsom, Wiiitam, Kennington rd, Ladder Manufacturer 


June 8 at2.0) Bankruptcy Varey et 
Pieck, she a, "ual tar June 6 at | 


12 = 
Gate, Jous Guissse 7 boomer, Brush Manufacturer | 
, Batley 


June ®at2 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs 


Wyatt, Mavrice, Beaminster July1 Allen & Edwards, Gt Winchester st 


Gopparp, Guonee, Edgware, Farmer June 8 at 3 Off 
* emple chmbrs, Temple avenue 
oumbene Joux, and Wi.iiam Gotpswortn, the 
youn er, St Helens, General am pe tors June 13 at 2 
Off , 36, Victoria st, Liv: 
eae Joux  Rouxar, Haworth, Incksmith June 12at 11 
Off Ree, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Guy; mt CuaRLes, James Guy, and Wa.rer 
Georce Guy, B , Stock Brokers June 15 
at2 County Court, West Bromwich 
Hargisox, Joun Scuotiick, Barrow in Furness, Black- 
smith June 3 at 11 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, 


Barrow in Furness 
Hitz, Mark, . Warmiaster, Timber Merchant June 14 at 
Bath Warminster 


H 2 Ww eh Hotel Keeper J 14 at 33) 
ILL, ALTER, r une a 
Royal Station Hotel, 
Hopasox, Joun Henry, Leeds, Plumber June 8 at 12 
Seweens Btockport, Stone Merchant J t 
OW ARD, Of Re erchan une 8 @ 
11.30 Off Rec, Courty chmbrs, Market place, Stock- 


rt 

Seana, Joun, Llanwonno, Innkeeper June 8 at 12 Of 
Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 

| Lawrence, Waiter Hewry, Croydon, Outfitter’s Sales- 
Bilge SE 11 at 12.30 24, Railway approach, London 

ri 

Martruews, Tuomas Carpirorp, St Mary Church, Builder 
June8at3 The Castle, Ex 

Mitier, Roseer Percy, , Baker June 11 at 

) Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Moss, H ‘aa st, Major June llatil Bankruptcy 


Semen Soame Davin Lissoy, [atenster, Boot Manu- 
facturer June 8 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, 


Leicester 
Norwax, C B, Cromwell we Captain June llat12 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 


Overtox, Joun Havevock, Teng acre June 14 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs Carey st 
Parxer, Taomuas, Southport, Upholsterer June 11 at 3 
35, Victoria st, Liverpoo! 
Perrosxy, seem a, Joiner Junellat3 Ogden’s 


idge st, Manc 
Piteeam, Evwarp, Upstreet, Kent, Baker June 15 at 12 
Off , 73, Castle st, Can 


Paizatiry, ‘Jou, radioed, Grocer June 12 at 12 Off 
Rec, al, Manor row, Bradford 
Doremasene, Janus, Fetter lane, Licensed Victualler June 
at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


dmena AnrTaur oneus, Twickenham, Amy Tutor 
June ll at 12 24, Rail way Sp. London 
Sixe, Tuomas ; ie t ng oh ne, raveller 


June 18 at 12 aalcraptoy bldgs, Carey 

| Soanns, 74 Siiva, T t _ li at 3 Off 

Brora, Mike avenue 

Pn x, Eowarp, Oude r Manufacturer June 
12at% 12, Lonsdale G 

Vercor, Mackiix yf en St Austell, Saddler June 9 at 
12.30 Off , Truro 

Warrs, Warren Bowix Bouth Clapham rd, Licensed Vic- 
tualler's June 11 at 2.30 Bankruptey bldgs, 


Jarey wt 
Wavon, Aron snes Revet Tottenham ct rd, Zinc Worker 
June it at 11 Bankrupley bldgs, Carey st 
wae Kanner Kowany, Lowes ft, Grocer June 0 at 


Off Rec, 6, King Norwich 
Wir Jonny hopes, Yorks, Grocer June 11 at 11.16 
Ont } at, Barnsley 
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ADJUDICATIONS. 


, Tuomas, and Josern Laycock, Burnley. 
suenalware Dealers Burnley Pet A April. 2 Ord 
May 29 


BEALE, Wasg, hon, Soe s sub Hamdon, Grocer 
Yeovil Pet y 24 Ma: 

Bincu, BexJamin, Mer Cab Scpetetee W Bromwich 
Pet May 2 

BuaxD, Peaxces Ma, poem, Widow Brighton 
Pet April27 Ord Ma: 

besw=, WALTER Wissen, “ Yarmouth, Tailor Gt 

armouth Pet May 29 Ord a 

aumnemn u, THomas Hatrorp, E Worlington, Clerk in 
Holy Orders Barnstaple Pet April 27 Ord May 28 

CanzixaToy, W1LL14mM Howarp, Gt Grimsby, &: 
Gt Grimsb’ Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

CasTIGLIONE, James LAWRENCE, we a > erase 
Agent Edmonton Pet Feb 15 —s 

CuayTLeR, Jakes THomas, Bilingenuret Builder Brighton 
Pet May 30 Ord May 
ooK, Samugt Poap Fymouth, Bootmaker Plymouth 
Pet May 19 Ord d May 3 

Daruixcton, Henry na ee. Baker 
Wolverhampton Pet May26 Ord May 30 

Dass, Hector, Gt Grimsby, Smackowner Gt Grimsby 
Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

Eaux, => Battersea a rd Wandsworth Pet May 


Ev 4 Betsy, -y, 7 Woodseats Sheffield Pet April 16 
Ord May 30 

Fosxett, Cuaries, East Finchley, Butcher Barnet Pet 
May 26 Ord May 26 

GarriGAN, JouN CHARLES, pace Poulterer Liverpool 
Pet May 28 Ord May 

Goov, Matruew, Habrongh, Timber Leader Gt Grimsby 
Pet May 26 ect, 

Greex, Jonny Ropert, worth, Blacksmith Bradford 

28 Ord May 28 

Hargisoy, Wit1t1am, Droitwich, Beerhouse Keeper Wor- 
cester Pet May 28 Ord May 28 

Hannity, Jonn, Great Raveley, Farmer Peterborough 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

HARs.ey, o7 ee ee Leeds, Innkeeper Leeds Pet 
May 29 ay 29 

Howe, Witu1am Jony, Gt Grimsby, Smackowner Gt 
Grimsby Pet May26 Ord May 26 

Kiernay, James Hoventon, Richmond, Gent Wands- 
worth Pet May 28 Ord May 28 

Lams, WiLL1Am Jonny, — | upon Hull, Timber Mer- 
chant Kingston upon Hull Pet May 29 Ord May 29 

Lawrexce, Watter Henry, Croydon, Outfitter’s Beles- 
man Croydon Pet May ‘92 Ord May 29 

Overton, Jonn Havetock, Long acre, _. house 

r High Court Pet May 28 Ord May 

Ports, Henry, _—o Grocer Seathamnten Pet 
May 11 Ord Ma: wy Bd 

Sueeen, Epwarp Jony, apa Bootmaker Croydon 
Pet Ma iW Ord May 2 

Preston, WItttam, Christchurch, Farmer Poole Pet 
May 22 Ord May 

PrirstTLey, Jonny, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet May 
29 Ord May 29 

Rosixsoy, Atreep, Burnley, winery Stable Proprietor 
Burnley Pet Mayil Ord} 

Rupp, Joun Tuomas, Hastlapool. om Sunderland 
Pet May 23 Ord May 24 

STRIKE, oupmaae, N Winkfield, Builder Windsor Pet Mar 
22 Ord May 

SumMyvER, Joux, Bickley, Ches, Farmer Nantwich Pet 
April 26 Ord Ma sh 

Surcuirre, Frep, Bi am, Boot Maker Blackburn 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Tuomrson, ALBERT FrepEricx, aca Stationer Green- 
wich Pet Mar2 Ord May 25 

Vernox, Henry Tuom ss Sanne, Hairdresser Swansea 
Pet May 28 Ord Ma 

Wens, Samvuet Josern, ai iaink Grocer Manchester 
Pet May 28 Ord May 28 

Wuirrockx, Jony, Midsomer Norton, Haulier Wells Pet 
May 28 Ord May 29 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


Baxter, Wit1iam, Birmingham, Pork Butcher Birming- 
ham Adjud Sept 17,1886 Annul May 24, 1894 

Nasu, Hexny Ransome, Ashton on Mersey, Banker Man- 
cheater Adjud May 12, 1804 Annul lay 2 


London Gaxeite.—-Turspay, June 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Avams, Wittiam Watrer ~~ Oxford, Fishmonger 
Oxford Pet May 3i Ord May 3 


Barpry, George Wii1.sam, ~elay Artist Canterbury 
Pet June2 Ord June 2 

Bannon, Ex1, Thornaby on Tees 
Junel Ord June 1 

Becxwitn & Cu ne Doncaster, Printers Sheffield Pet 
May 3 Ord May 31 

Biaca, Grorce Wiiuiam, Biminghem, Oil Manufacturer 
Birmingham Pet June? Ord June 2 

Brown, Groroz Wi.u1am, Newland, Coal Dealer Lincoln 
Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Bruxvie, Faepenick, Diss, Horee Dealer Ipswich Pet 
Junel Ord June 1 

Cannurerns, Pease Kin and, Dra High Court 
Pet May 8i Ord May o pie iy 

Cranke, CHances, yp Al Butcher Burton on Trent 
Pet May 28 Ord May 30 

Cox, Witttam, Thame, Baker Oxford Pet June? Ord 
une 2 

Cnarke, Henny Josern, Cliffe, Yorks, Market Gardener 
York Pet Junel Ord June 1 

Faco, Hannisox, Wandsworth, Builder High Court Pet 
Feb 28 Ord June 1 . 

Fisipen, Tuomas eee, remy A rd, Costumier High 
Court Pet May 25 O:d May! 


Stockton on Tees Pet 





Fiew, Joun Posnen, W Kensingion, Builder High Court 
Pet April 19 Ord June 1 


Goce, Fest fueees, Southend, Clerk * Chelmsford Pet May 31 


GRENFELL, te Bascon Sr Leocrr, Mayfair, Merchant High 
Ccurt Pet June1 Ord June 

Hauiway a meg Ww one Farmer Stockton on 

aba, Ropear Ord June 1 

sudan wn  W Comfort, Innkeeper Durham Pet 
Junel Ord June 

Hares, Wrists, Kensington, Grocer High Court Pet 

y 
Hing, Riba, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet May 30 Ord 


30 

| Tuomas Wituram, Leeds, Tobacconist Leeds 
Pet June 1 une 1 

J med ae te = re. Boot Dealer Pontypridd 


SonpA, ees, aon High Court Pet Mar 2 Ord 


Lewis, Simos, and Davip Wuirxey, Carmarthen, Boot 
Dealers Carmarthen Pet June2 Ord June? 

Luoyp, Davin, Bensamixn Lioyp, and Tomas Luoyp. 
Sy Lime|Burners Swansea Pet May 21 Ord 


‘une 1 
MacKonxsr, oe. Gacees Freperick, Putney, Banker’s Clerk 
une 1 


June 1 
Mame, Joun Hayry, x, Walsall, Bone Brush Manufac- 
turer Walsall Pet May 31 "ont May 31 
Mitsurnys, Witurns Jonystox, Dewsbury, Printer 
Dewsbury Pet May 31 Ord May 31 
Mass, | Witu1am, Pendleton, Brassfounder Salford Pet 
i 


Ord May 31 ie 
Y ememead - 
Pet May 28 Ord Bay. 
Moors, Joux, Stoke upon Trent, Publican Stoke upon 
Trent Pet May 31 Ord May 
Pures, Francis, Shrewsbury, hn Broker Shrewsbury 
Pet June1 Ord June 1 
Pasa, Jous, Walsall, Farmer Walsall Pet May 26 Ord 
y 26 


Ramaay, Jony | Abergavenny Tredegar Pet 
May 29 Ord Ma ens 

Ranpatt, Hexry Georcs, Bournemouth, Music Seller 
Poole Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

on, 7 Boyp, Carlisle, Tailor Carlisle Pet June 2 

une 

Ricuarps, re Hewsry, Dartford, Poulterer Rochester 
Pet June2 Ord June 2 

— sory Rivz, ~~; a Derby, Butcher 

pela Ord Jun 
ME... 5 woenon dl Saltbura, “wine Stockton on 


Tees Pet May 30 Ord May 
Sau coy ow STEPHEN, * Tailor High Court 
9 


May 31 
od May 8 Leeds, Greengrocer Leeds Pet May 30 
May 30 
SKINNE RRY Cassano, am, Dairyman Truro 
Per haay 81 Urd May 31 


Smart, WILL1AM, yom A in 1 ae, Bootmaker Not- 
tin; Pet May 


Sura, Tuomas Weenie, a rd, Auctioner High 
Court PetJunel Ord Junel 

Stamp, Evizapera Ann Marcaret, and Fraycis Bowrr 
Bornton, Harrogate, Sauce Makers York Pet June 
2 Ord June 2 : 

Sroxentit, Tom, Leeds, Cabinet Maker Leeds Pet May 
31 Ord May 31 


Turner, Grorcz, Low Spennymoor, Contractor Durham 
Pet June2 Ord June 2 
Vv wnentans Tae Jaws, pate, Butcher Brighton Pet May 
v ar) i, Camden rd High Court Pet Feb 23 
May7 


Wartsox, Jouy, Fenchurch bldgs, Merchant High Court 
Pet Junel Ord Junel 

Wnrieur ae eee pum, Barrister High Court 
Pet Junel Ord J 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ALLsorr, Coenen, Featneaseyea, a Keeper June 
12 at 12.90 Olf Ree, Gi h , Newport, 


Mon 
Bevan, Atrrep, Birmingham, Public house Broker June 
ldatll 23, Colmore row, 
Bopswortn, Samvurg., Luton, Licensed Victualler June 14 
at 1045 Court house, La 
Cannan, Wiuuian, Ashby de * Zouch, Builder June 13 
at 11.30 Midland Hotel, Gtation st, Burton on Treat 
Cagrixerox, Wituiam Howaagp, Gt G Smackowner 
June 13 at 11.30 Off Ree, 15, Gubesee Gt Grimab 
C.arxs, Cuarces, Ashbourne, Grocer June 13 at 11 - 
land Hotel, Station st, Burton on Trent 
Tea Merchant June 
Cox, Sanau Aaya, 
3 


h st, b 
Geena Jue That 
Reo, 35, Victoria 


st, Li 
Craixe, Hexay Josern, Cliffe, York, Mesh Gardener 
June l4 at 11 Off Reo, 28, Stone gate, Y. 
Dass, Hecror, Great —. y ae 13 at 12 
Off Reo, 14, Osborne st Great @ 
Davis, Ricuanp Tuomas, eharch Publican June 12 
if Reo, Merthyr Tydfil 


ats O 
Duneuiey, Atrasp, N Boot Manufacturer 
ty € dldgs, Northampton 





Couns, Joux Jo as 
13 at 11.30 Reo, 74, New 
it, Sack 


June atl OC 
Ginsow, Groner, Wena, Commission Agent June 12 
atli OF Waketield 
Goop, Marrurw, 
ll Of 


‘A 
umber June 13 at 3 Of 
Reo, 05, Tr maple chmbra, Temple avenue, EC 


Hazurrr, Joux, Great Ravely, Farmer June 22 at 12 Law 
Courts, ‘ew 1d, Peterborough 
, JOnE, Cattle June 
13at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, 
Hows, Wriu1am Jounx, Grimsby, Smackowner June 15 at 
12'30 Of Reo, 15, Osborne st, Great Grimsby 
Joxzs, THomas arp, Lianfairisgaer, 
June 14 at 3 chmbrs, Chester 
Lawrence, Jan Straw Hat Manufacturer Jane 
14 at 11.15 Court house, Luton 


Mason, Tuomas Joszr’ bigs, Gare of Clerk June liat ll 

Mitts, Saver  Beasfounder June 13 at 3 

a he mag age “ome 14-at 2.30 

Orman, bee June 12 at 12 Of 

Parey. €: Berks, Publican June 13 at 12 
“4 95, Trey Ben, Pian 


re — a Horley, ~ > June 12 at 


Pantin Ta Ft. Wosnsen, Roeper ante Innkeeper =~ 


12 at 12 Off Ree, Gloucester 
Par “ery Metal Broker June 15 at 11 
‘on chmbrs, Shrewsbury 

Draper June l4 at- 
Carlisle, Tailor June 15 at 12 12, 

oka Labourer June liat 3.30 
beng oem egy em ey ey June 13 at 
10.30 3 Om thee 15, 


Osborne st, 
Sramp, Evizasera ye Mancarer, and Faascuw Bowsx 
ip a hg Makers June 14 at 12.30 


— 
Steer, ApRanam, Gonos Jaues Sreze, Chertsey, 
Builders June 12 at 12.50 24, Railway app, London 


Srurure.s, F E, Coleman a See Broker June 14 at 12 
Teae, ALraep, ieee June 13 at ll Off Rec, 
22, row 


vi HH say Toys, Swanses, Hairdremer June 12 at 

wit, Of Ks Sate Gaser D 12 at2 Tal- 
‘ape, Josian, Kinver, une 
bot Hotel, Stourbridge 

big yt ty June 13 at 3 Of 
Rec, 8, Albert rd, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Assortt, Jonx James, Tottenham, Insurance Broker High 
pe Cnn Pet 1 Ord June 1 
11414m Watters Axmsaoss, Oxford, Fishmonger 
Oxford Pet 31 Ord May 31 
Bapry, wy} Wittian, Dover, Artist Canterbury Pet 
June2 Ord June 2 


Wua1am Joux, 


Rexp, James 


B me on Tees, Bottle 

* Stockton on Tees et May 3 Ord June 1 

= ee Merchant Liverpool Pet 

Bo ie Eu 5 

LT, —- aan eotget, Bagineer Stockport Pet 

Browy, Gsones Wiitiax, Pay my Lincoln, Coal Dealer 
Lincoln Pet May 3i Ord May 31 

Baunpis, Faspsrick, Dies, Horse Dealer Ipswich Pet 
Junel Ord Junel 

Omens can, Daa, Bihe Walsall Pet Mays 


Cusine, ey [couse = =. 3} York, Market Gardener 
June 


D seca Ba Seaeih ask Salhi High 
Court’ Pet May 30, Ord May 30 

Faarptit, cae Ricuaro, Minories, Builder High Court 
Pet Ord May 31 

ForuHeroitt, ‘asa, Cardiff, Tobacconist Cardiff Pet 
May 30 Ord May 30 

G . Groner, Normanton, Commission Agent Wake- 

oe Pet Junel Ord June i 


Goose, Rozsrr, 
30 Ord May sl 


Leeds Pet May3SO Ord 

Jac Tuomas \ Leeds, Tobacconist Leeds 

= ‘Tet June 1 Ord June 

a a ¢ Axe; Pontypridd, Boot Dealer Poatypridd 

seamed — Baysox, Chelsea High Gout Pet 
March 3 Ord May 90 

| Masox, Tuomas 





. Le: a a he 
joR@ax, tir Abergavenny, wetioneer Tredegar 
i May Wf Und June 
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Morrow, be = Maida Vale, Widow High Court Pet 
May 5 Ord Junel 

Movensme, 7 Evorxe Tutenny, Colosseum ter, Hotel Keeper 
High Court Pet May 11 Ord June 1 

Prirrs, Francis, Shrewsbury, Metal Broker 
Pet June1 Ord June 1 

Powrt., Cuartes Tomas, 

bergavenny, Painters Tredegar 

May 30 

Ramsar, J naa Ae Yor Abergavenny Tredegar Pet 

Ranpait Hat -; ir —. Hair Dreser 
Poole Pet May 31 Ord ¥ 

Reep, James Born, Carlisle, Teh Carlisle Pet June 2 

June 2 


Shrewsbury 


and Jonuys Duptgy Warkiys, 
Pet May 25 Ord 


Ricnarps, Gronce Henry, Dartford, Poulterer Roches- 


ter Pet June2 Ord June 2 
CHARLES Fw eam, 
une 


Ric ne 
Pet June 1 
“a 


Derby, 
denamnane JOSEPHINE, Widow Stockton on 
Tees Ord May 30 


Leeds 
Savitte, Frep, is, Greengrocer Leeds Pet May 30 
Ord Ma: 


SkINNER, ke meg Falmouth, Farmer Truro 
Pet May 31 Ord May 

Swart, Witxiam, Kirkb 
ham Pet May 31 

Stroxent1t., Tom, Leeds, Cabinet ‘Maker Leeds Pet May 
31 Ord May 31 

Tursen, Gronce, Low Spennymoor Durham Pet June 2 

une 2 

Varype.., Jaues, Midhurst, Butcher Brighton Pet May 
30 Ord Junel 

Vercor, Mackurw Parwxart, St Austell, Saddler 

et May 26 Ord May 30 
Wonutceuutn, Joux, Gravesend, Licensed Victualler 
terbury Pet Feb 26 Ord May 30 

Worser, Eprep Encar, Bristol, Painter 
May 21 Ord June 1 

_-Wnhiont, Hexry Wiivry, Temple, Barrister at 

High Court Pet Junei Ord Junel 

Yaxiey, Srpxzy Ossory, King st, Company 

High Court Pet April 25 Ord May 30 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


June 11.—Messrs. Baxer & Sows, in a Marquee on the 
Mitcham Park Estate, Freehold Building Plots and a 
Freehold Family Mansion (see advertisement, June 2, 
p. 6). 


Butcher 


in Ashil, Bootmaker Notting- 
May 


Truro 
Bristol Pet 
Law 


Promoter 


June 12.—Messrs. Denexsnam, Tewsox, Farmer, & Barpcr- 


9 
2 


water, at the Mart, E.C., at o'clock, a Freehold 
Ground-rent (see advertisement, May 5, p. 448). 

June 13.—Messrs. Morcay & Barves, at the Mart, E.C. 

1s clock, a Freehold Residential Estate with Cottage and 
Villa Residences see advertisement, June 2, p. 5). 

June 13.—Messrs. Eowrx Fox & Bovsristp, at the Mart, 
E.C., at 2 o’clock, a Freehold Residential Property (see 
advertisement, June 2, p. 5). 

June 13, 14, 15.—Messrs. Fanesrotruer, Exxuis, Crank, & 
Co., on the premises, Tudor House, Hampstead Heath, 

iture, &c. (see advertisement, June 2, p. 2). 

June 13. — Messrs. H. E. Foster & Craxriet», at the 
Mart, E.C., at 2 o’clock, Freehold and Leasehold Pro- | 
perties and Fee Farm Rents (see advertisement, June 
2,p. 4). 

June 14.—Messrs. Datver & Co., at the Grand Hotel, Bir- 
mi’ m, Freehold Residential and Investment Pro- 
perties (sce advertisement, May 19, p. 4; June 2, p. 7). 

June 14.—Mesers. Driver & Co., at the Grand Hotel, Bir- 
mingham, Freehold Properties see advertisement, May 
19, p.4; June 2, p. 7). 


June 14.—Messrs. Joux Lees & Buncnett, at the Mart, | 


E.C., at 1 o’clock, a Freehold Residential Estate (see 
advertisement, May 26, p. 4; June 2, p. 7). 

June 14.—Messrs. Stimsox & Sons, at the Mart, E.C., at 2 
o'clock, Freehold and Leasehold Ground-rents and Pro- 
perties (see advertieement, June 2, p. 5). 

June 15.—Mesars. Baxer & Sons, at the Mart, E.C., at 
o'clock, a Leasehold Investment (see advertisement, 
June 2, p. 6). 

June 15.—Messrs. Baxer & Sons, at the Mart, E.( 
2 o’clock, Freehold and Leasehold Investments, com- 


pans a Freehold Ground-rent, Residences, Shops 
‘arms, Building Land, &c. (see advertisement, Jun¢ 
Pp. 6). 


June 15.—Messrs. Mappox, Sox, & Gueex, at the Mart, 
E.C., at 1 o’clock, Freehold Ground-rents, Profit Rental, 
and Stabling Premises, Residence, &c. (see advertisement, 
June 2, p. 7). 

June 16.—Mesers, Fanevroruen, Exum, Crarx, & Co., 
at the Swan and Castle Hotel, Buckingham, Freehold 
Farms and Properties (see advertisement, June 2, p. 2 


Where dificult y ts expervenced im procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 

AU letters intended for publication in the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, 
age, 52s, WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. ; by Post, 28s. Soxrorrors’ JouRNAL, 
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26s. Od. ; by Post, 28s. a Wed tee 
at the efice—cloth, 
be. 6d. 


at | 


| ype 


Statutes, and Post- | 


2s. 9d., halt law calf, | 


OR 8. WALKER & RUNTZ at the 
MART, FRIDAY, JULY 13th. 


By Order of the Commissioners of Sewers of the City of 
London. 


CITY OF LONDON. 


Valuable FREEHOLD BUILDING LAND in a most 
gays position in Monument-yard, close to Fish-street 
ill, in the midst of the Dried Fruit, Foreign and Colonial 
Fruit, and Spice Trades, and in the Mercantile Centre of the 
City of London. 

Lot 1—Comprises a Plot of Freehold Land having a 
| frontage of 26 ft. 8 in. to the south side of Monument-yard, 
and an area of 930 ft. super. 

Lot 2—Is an adjoining Plot with a frontage of 42 ft. 9 in. 
to Monument-yard, having an area of 1,316 ft. super. 

Lot 3—A Corner Plot with frontage of 22 ft. 3in. to 
Monument-yard, and 39 ft. 3 in. to Pudding-lane, with an 
area of 899 ft. super. The Land is most suitable for the 
erection of suites of offices, shops, and warchouses, 


Particulars, conditions, and plans may be had of A. E. 
taylis, Solicitor, 1, Church-court, Old Jewry, E.C.; at the 
Engineer’s and Surveyor’s Offices, Guildhall; and at the 
Auctioneer’s Offices, 22, Moorgate-street, E.C. 








CITY OF LONDON. 
To Trustees, Insurance Companies, and others. 


TT\O be SOLD, a very Valuable FREEHOLD 
GROUND - RENT of £4,000 per annum, amply 
secured ona most substantially erected modern Frechold 
Building (close to the Bank of England) having a frontage 
of 80 ft. to Threadneedle-street, and standing on a site of 
Land containing nearly 6,000 ft. super. The Building is 
let to Banks and Merchants of the highest standing, and 
the Ground-Rent will be sold to pay 3 per cent. 
For further particulars apply to Messrs. 8. Walker & 
Runtz, 22, Moorgate-street, E.C. 


MESSRS. STIMSON & SONS, 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, and Valuers, 
MOORGATE STREET, BANK, E.C., 
AND 
2, NEW KENT ROAD, 8.E. 
Opposite the Elephant and Castle). 
JCTION SALES are held at the Mart, 
Tokenhouse-yard, City, on the second and last 
Thursdays in each month and on other days as occasion 
may require. 
| STIMSON & SONS undertake SALES and LETTINGS 
by PRIVATE TREATY, Valuations, Surveys, Negotiation 
of Mortgages, Receiverships in Chancery, Sales by Auction 
of Furniture and Stock, Collection of Rents, &c. Separate 
printed Lists of House Property, Ground-Rents for Sale, 
and Houses, &c., to be Let, are issued on the Ist of each 
} month, and can be had gratis on a or free by 


post for two stamps. Ne ch arge for insertion. Tele- 
—* address, ‘‘ Servabo, London.” 


SS 


©, 





LAT 





AUCTION SALES AT DEPTFORD, WOOLWICH, 
LONDON, AND ELSEWHERE. 
Bu 


ESSRS. HARDS & BRADLY, Auc- 

- tioneers, Estate Agents, and Valuers, hold Periodical 
SALES at the “DOVER CASTLE,” DEPTFORD ; 31, 
GREEN’S END, WOOLWICH; and at the MART, CITY, 
and elsewhere. Messrs. Hards & Bradly, who undertake 
Rent Collections and Surveys and Valuations for all pur- 
poses, will be pleased to quote terms for the Sale of Proper- 


ties intended to be submitted to Public Auction or other- 
81, Green’s End, Woolwich; and 


é 


wise.—Oflices : Greenwich; : 
158, Fenchurch-street, E.C. 


AUCTION SALES. 

SSRS. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS 
take place MONTHLY, at the MART, and include 
every description of House Property. Printed terms can 
be had on application at their Offices. Messrs. Field & 
Sons undertake surveys of all kinds, and give special 
attention to Rating and Compensation Claims. Offices : 
54, Borough High-street, and 52, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


M® SURVEYORS, VALUERS, 
AUCTIONEERS, HOUSE AND ESTATE AGENTS, 
W. Maxs, F.8.1., Tuomas R. Ransom, F.S.I. 

J. Bacsnaw Many, F.8.1L, W. H. Mawysx), 
12, Lower Grosvenor-place, Eaton-square, -8.W., and 
22, Lowndes-street, rennet acon sacra 


AY ESSRS. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, Park- 
4 street, Grosvenor-square, beg to call the attention of 
intending Purchasers to the many attractive West-End 
Elouses which they have for Sale. Particulars on applica- 
Surveys and Valuations attended to. 


33SRS. ROBT. W. MANN & SON, 


| Rost. 
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ABRIDGED PROSPECTUS.) 
CONVERSION AND REDEMPTION 


OF THE 


(MPERTAL TURKISH 5 porCent. LOAN of 1864 


AND 


42 per Cent. LOAN of 1871, 


Issue of £8 212,340 3} per Cont. Bonds. 
Secured by the Egyptian Tribute. 


His Highness the Khedive of Egypt has, by an engagement 
entered into by him and published on the 2nd June, 1894, in the 
* Journal Oficel” of the Egyptian Government, under 
to pay to the Bank of England the annual sum of £329,149 6s, 1d. 
Sor the service of this Loan. This engagement will continue 
until the whole of the Loan has been redeemed, and the annuity 
is, under the instructions of His Imperial Majesty The Sultan 
of Turkey, secured by the Egyptian Tribute. 


His Iupertau Masesty tag Suttan or Turkey havi 

. oo Iradé, dated the 14th of May, 1894, authorized 
above Loan, His Excellency Nazif Pacha, oe of 
Finance of the Ottoman Empire, has, on behalf of the 
Imperial Ottoman Government, contracted with Messrs. 
N. M. Rothschild & Sons, of London, Messrs. de Rothschild 
Brothers, of Paris, and the Imperial Ottoman Bank, to 
carry out the above operations. 

Subscriptions may be made in Bonds, which have not been 
previously drawn, of the a . per Cent. Loan of 1854, 
or of the 4} per Cent. Loan of 

Applications for the New aeae in exchange for Bonds of 
the above-mentioned Loans which have not been previously 
ds awn, will be received any day (except Saturday) usr 
Tuvurspay, THE 14TH JUNE, 1894, ixcLusive, on the follow- 
ing conditions :— 

Subscribers in Bonds will receive allotment in full, 

5 Per Cent. Loan or 1864 :—For every £100 of the 5 per 
Cent. Bonds, subscribers will be entitled to reccive 3} per 
Cent. Scrip of equal nominal value, and in Cash, a bonus 
of £6, as well as £1 6s. 4d. (less Income Tax), being In- 

terest at 5 per cent. per annum from the 10th April to the 
15th July, 1894, the date from which Interest will com- 
mence on the new Stock. 


4} Pen Cent. Loan or 1871:—For every £100 of the 
per ‘Cent. Bonds, subscribers will be entitled to receive 
per Cent. Scrip of equal nominal value, and in 
bonus of £6, as well as £1 2s. 4d. (less Income Tax), 
Interest at 4} per Cent. per annum from the 10th Ce to 
the 15th J uly, 1894, the date from which interest will com- 
mence on the new Stock. 

For fractional parts of £100, proportionate allotments and 
cash payments will be made, bat in cases where the total 
of the Bonds presented for conversion is not a multiple of 
£20, allotment will be made as nearly as the smallest de- 
nomination of Bond will permit, and the difference adjusted 
by a Cash Payment to the Subscriber. 

Cheques for the above-mentioned Bonus and Interest 
will be delivered with the Scrip, which will be issued as 
soon as possible after allotment. 


Application must be made on the form annexed to the 
prospectus, and accompapvied by a deposit of £5 ag cent. 
in money, or an approximate amount ie convertible Bonds, 
unless Subscribers prefer to deposit all their Bonds 
making application ; the whole of the Bonds furnished with 
all Coupons subsequent to the 10th of April, 1894, must be 
delivered as soon as the Scrip is ready to be given in ex- 
change, and failure to deliver them in due course will ren- 
der the deposit on application liable to forfeiture. 


which can be obtained on application. 


oo Cent. Loan of 1871, not presen for conversion, 


interest from that date. 
The Scrip, after payment of the last instalment, will be © 
nent for the Bonds as soon as they are ready for 
elivery 
The new 3} per Cent. Bonds, as regards both Prinei 
and Interest, will be free from’ all Turkish taxes, and 
be issued to bearer in sums of £20, £100, £500, and £ 
with Coupons payable half-yearly on the 15th April 
15th October, in London in pounds sterling, and in 
| and Constantinople at the exchange of the day; but 
| tiret Coupon, pa able on the 15th October next, will be 
| three months’ Interest, and will be attached to the Serip. 
| An accumulative Sinking Fund will reimburse 
| Bonds at par in sixty-one years by drawings to take 
in London in July of each year, and repayment will be? 
made on the 15th October following the drawing, 4 
| first drawing will take place in July, 1895. The Goverme) 
| ment reserves the right to increase the Sioking Fund 
| the 15th April, 1905. Coupons not presented within 
years, and drawn Bonds within fifteen years, from the ti 
they become payable, will be forfeited. 
Lionds will also be received for conversion in Paris a 
| Constantinople. 
New "Coun, 5th June, 1904. 


FFICES to be LET. --Electric Ligh 
Passenger Lift; modern conveniences; Porters 
attendance; very moderate rents.—Apply on fremiseay) 
Lonsdale-chambers, 27, (-h uncery-lane, & 





All Bonds of the 5 per Cent. Loan of 1854 and of “—s 


called for rep2yment at par, with accrued Interest, ona © 
date to be subsequently announced, and wiil cease to bear 4 


7 
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Bonds presented for conversion must be listed on forms 7 
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